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CIRCULAR  and  GENERAL 


A  D  D  R 


TO  THE 


LAD 


O  F 


Great  Britain  and  Ireland, \ 


Ladies, 

T  may  feem  ftrange,  that  a 
Phyfical  Differtation  fhould  be 
offered  to  your  Examination  and 
Protection :  But  it  is  not  lefs 
ftrange,  that  you  fhould  be  ar¬ 
raigned,  and  condemned,  with-  • 
out  having  the  Opportunity  of  defending  your-* 
felves  5  nay,  without  knowing  fcarce,  what 
Injury  has  been  done  you  !  Dr,  Blondel’s  Dif- 
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pute  with  Dr  .Turner,  made  no  fmall  Noife}i 
for  the  Time,  in  the  learned  World  ;  and  his 
Treatife  againft  him  has  been  generally  judged; 
unanfwerable.  Whether  it  be  really  fo,  or 
not,  I  fubmit  entirely  to  all  future  competent 
Judges.  However,  I  fhall  frankly  own,  I 
fhould  not  have  anfwered  it,  if  I  had  not  been 
prompted  to  it  by  the  Occafion,  which  I  fhall 
relate  in  my  Preface.  This  little  Piece,  there¬ 
fore,  Ladies,  belongs  of  Right  to  you  ;  and  I 
could  not  offer  it  more  properly,  than  to  the 
Party  concerned.  Your  own  Caufe  lies  at  flake. 
I  come  to  jour  Afliflance,  but  I  want  A  Alliance 
myfelf.  And,  though  it  is  unufual  to  lay  fuch 
Difputes  before  your  Tribunal,  it  is  not  with¬ 
out  Precedent ;  fince  Dr.  Slare  claimed  your 
Patronage,  in  the  fame  manner,  for  his  Vindi¬ 
cation  of  Sugars.  Itistrue,  there  are  fome  hard 
Paffages  in  this  Difpute  for  the  Ladies,  as  well 
as  for  many  other  Readers :  But  it  may  be  faid 
in  my  Behalf,  that  I  am  there  talking  directly 
to  Dr.  Blondel ,  and  that  there  is  nothing,  that 
can  offend  the  mofl  fcrupuloufly  modeft,  nor 
hinder  the  full  Confideration  of  the  Subject. 

Neverthelefs,  I  am  far  from  thinking  I  have 
done  the  ntmoft  for  the  Caufe.  1  was  forced 
to  anfwer  Dr.  Blondel  in  his  own  Way.  Whe¬ 
ther  I  have  fucceeded  or  not,  the  Caufe  remains 
hill  the  fame,  and  will  always  remain  upon  its 
own  Bottom.  Nature  cannot  be  gainfaid : 
Truth  will  have  the  Victory  at  lafl. 
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Puffier  •  ' 

A  true  Hiftory  of  Fadts,  is  what  I  moft 
wanted  for  refuting  of  Dr.  Blondel ,  and  fettling 
this  Controverfy.  If  I  had  been  inclin’d,  of  my 
own  Accord,  to  write  on  this  Subject  methodi¬ 
cally,  I  fhould  have  built  on  that  Foundation  : 
But  how  difficult  it  is  to  collect  any  fuch,  every 
one  knows !  And  the  pleafant  Accident  which  I 
muft  here  relate,  is  both  an  Inftance  of  this 
Difficulty,  and  a  further  Apology  for  my  Ap¬ 
pealing  to  you,  Ladies,  on  this  Occafion. 

Whilft  I  was  writing  the  enfuing  Refutation, 
I  thought  I  had  the  faireft  Opportunity  that 
cou’d  be  wiffi’d,  for  beginning  the  direct  Proof 
of  the  Queftion  by  certain  Matter  of  Fact ;  but 
I  was  moft  unaccountably  difappointed.  There 
came  an  honeft  Country-Girl,  to  be  "Houfe- 
Maid,  where  I  then  was,  from  whom  I  learnt, 
very  unexpectedly,  this  curious  Particular,  re¬ 
lating  to  herfelf :  'That  Jhe  was  mark'd  in  the 
Neck  with  a  Beef- Stake,  becaufe  her  Mother , 
when  with  Child,  had  longed  for  it  j  and  that  Jhe 
could  eat,  nay ,  loved  Beef  raw ,  better  than  any 
•wife  drefs'd ,  for  the  fame  Reafon.  She  faid 
moreover,  that  Jhe  would  eat  fome  in  my  Pre- 
fence ,  whenever  I  pie  a  fed.  Indeed  the  Mark 
had  very  much  the  Refemblance  of  a  Beef- 
Stake. 

Well,  fays  I  to  myfelf,  this  happens  very 
luckily  for  my  Purpofe  3  1  muft  not  let  this 
Opportunity  flip :  Accordingly,  the  firft  Day  we 
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had  Beef- Stakes,  I  went  into  the  Kitchen : 
Come,  fays  I  to  the  Girl,  let  me  fee  now,  what: 
you  promis’d  me.  No,  fays  the  Cook- Maid,, 
there's  none  to  be  /pared.  Nay,  fays  I,  f he  muft 
eat  her  Dinner.  Well,  but  it  mujl  be  broil'd  at 
little,  replied  the  Cook.  The  Girl  feemed  a 
little  concern’d.  At  laft  fhe  faid,  Jhe  was  ready 
to  eat  it,  with  a  little  Pepper  and  Salt .  Oh  1 
fays  I,  that  (hall  break  no  Squares.  So  to  eat¬ 
ing  (he  fell :  Then  came  little  Mils,  who  afk’d 
me.  Whether  1  would  make  the  Maid  fick  f  Laft 
of  all  comes  Mrs.  Houfe-keeper,  who  tells  me 
in  a  great  Paffion,  You  /han't  kill  the  Maid. 
In  a  Moment  after  the  whole  Po/e  of  the  Kit¬ 
chen  was  ready  to  fall  upon  me ;  the  whole 
Houfe  was  in  an  Uproar;  and,  I  believe,  would 
have  torn  me  to  Pieces,  if  I  had  not  made  my 
Efcape.  This  was  very  vexing ;  for  the  Girl 
had,  by  this  Time,  almoft  eat  up  the  Slice 
(lie  had  cut  off,  and  I  had  confented  to,  for 
Ahe  Experiment.  After  the  Fury  was  over,  I 
told  them,  that  there  was  a  great  Controverfy 
among  Phyficians,  upon  that  Subject;  that  I 
had  taken  the  Women’s  Part,  in  a  Difpute  I 
once  had  with  fome  Divines,  upon  that  Head ; 
that  I  had  juft  flatter’d  myfelf  with  the  Hopes 
of  convincing  my  Adverfaries,  by  that  Matter  of 
Fadt ;  but  that,  fince  they  had  thus  difappoint- 
ed  me,  I  muft  put  off  my  Deflgn  till  fome  bet¬ 
ter  Opportunity. 
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This  is  a  plain  Narrative  of  my  Adventure, 
without  any  Flourifla  or  Difguife. 

Therefore  I  thought  the  only  Courfe  I  had 
left,  was  thus  to  addrels  myfelf  to  the  Ladies, 
,and  to  defire  them  to  fupply  me  with  proper 
Materials  for  Building  a  true  Hiftory  of  Fads, 
in  order  to  confute  our  Adverfaries,  by  unex¬ 
ceptionable  Vouchers  and  Hiftories.  I  could 
have  produced  fome  very  curious  and  remark- 
i able  Family  Accounts  of  my  own  ;  and  I  have 
:been  fince  told  of  feveral  others  j  and  in  parti¬ 
cular,  a  Frenchman  of  Languedoc  inform’d  me 
lately,  that  he  had  often,  in  a  Warren  of  his 
Father’s,  procured  Rabbits,  coloured  or  fpeck- 
led  white,  black,  or  reddijh,  by  laying  white, 
black,  or  reddilh -colour’d  Rags  before  them, 
according  to  “Jacob's  Stratagem.  Mrs.  Sarah 
Haynes,  who  was  delivered  on  the  28th  of 
April  lad,  1746,  at  Chelfea ,  of  a  monftrous 
(Child,  and  who  advertifed  the  feeing  of  it,  at 
‘the  Golden  Fan  in  Great  Newport  Street,  I  have 
feen ;  and  any  Body  elfe  may  fee  hill,  if  they 
pleafe  :  She  had  been  frighten’d,  when  but  nine 
Weeks  gone  with  Child,  by  the  Roaring  of  a 
Lion  at  the  Lower.  But  I  give  up  all  thele  as 
being  too  partial  •,  and  I  choofe  to  publith  this 
(General  Invitation  and  Requeft  to  all  the  Fair 
Sex,  That  they  would  be  pleas’d  to  aftift  me, 
by  conveying  to  me  fuch  Hiftories  as  they  can 
anfwer  for  j  taking  Care  that  they  be  drawn  up 
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in  the  moll  clear,  concife  Stile,  and  unexcep- 
tionably  witnelTed  ;  in  order  particularly  to  con¬ 
vince  my  Antagonists.  The  Phyficians,  I  am 
fure,  will  not  be  fo  incredulous.  It  is  indeed" 
prepofterous,  that  thofe  who  tax  us  for  disbe¬ 
lieving  fupernatural  Stories,  Should  themfelves: 
have  lei's  Faith  for  the  natural.  I  could  have  al~ 
ledged.  Boerhaave  on  my  Side;  but  I  am 
refolved  to  decline  all  Authorities,  and  refer  all 
to  the  moil  fevere  and  unprejudiced  Examina¬ 
tion.  You  may  depend,  Ladies,  upon  my  making 
the  beft  Ufe  poffible  of  your  Informations,  and 
that  I  Shall  remain,  with  all  due  Thanks, 

Ladies, 

Tour  zealous  Friend \ 


and  mofl  obedient  Servant, 

Cambridge  Street, 

St.  James's,  March  T  TT 

tie  izth,  1746  7.  John  Henry  Mauclerc, 


THE 


E  F  A  C  E. 


H  E  Controverfy  relating  to  the 
Strength  of  Imagination  in  pregnant 
Women ,  is  one  of  thofe  I  had  refolved 
never  to  meddle  with  :  Not  only,  be- 
caufe  it  is  of  no  Ufe  in  Practice,  but 
becaufe  there  are  fo  many  Queftions,  of  much 
greater  Importance,  both  in  Theory  and  Practice, 
which  I  would  have  to  be  decided  firft. 

I  fhould  not  fcrupie  in  the  leaft,  to  tell  you  pre- 
fently,  for  which  Side  of  the  Queftion  I  am  molt 
inclined  ;  but  I  can  allure  you,  with  as  much  T ruth, 
that  I  lhall  yield  alike  to  any  Demonftration  for 
either. 

I  advife,  neverthelefs,  thofe  who  Hand  up  molt 
refolutely  for  the  contrary  Side,  to  conlider  with 
the  Spectator,  (N5  117.)  “  That  there  are  fome 
“  Opinions,  in  which  a  Man  Ihould  Hand  neuter, 
*'  without  engaging  his  Aflent  to  one  Side  or  the 
“  other.  Such  a  hovering  Faith 'as  this,  which 
“  refufes  to  fettle  upon  any  Determination,  is  ab- 
■ 4  folutely  neceffary  in  a  Mind  that  is  careful  to  avoid 
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“  Errors  and  Prepoffeffions.  When  the  Arguments- 
<e  pref3  equally  on  both  Sides,  in  Matters  that  are: 
“  indifferent  to  us,  the  fafefl  Method  is  to  give  up: 
“  ourfclves  to  neither.” 

But,  before  I  fpeak  more  diredliy  to  the  Pur- 
pofe,  I  think  proper  to  give  you  my  Opinion  con¬ 
cerning  the  Perfons  who  deny  the  Effects  of  the 
Mother’s  Imagination;  in  the  fame  Words  that 
the  Spectator  gives  his,  concerning  thofe,  who 
deny  the  Apparition  of  Ghofts :  “  At  the  fame 
“  time  (fays  he)  I  think  a  Perfon,  who  is  thus 
“  terrified  with  the  Imagination  of  Ghofts  and 
“  Spectres,  much  more  reafonable,  than  one  who, 
“  contrary  to  the  Reports  of  all  Hifiorians,  facred 
“  and  profane,  antient  and  modern,  and  to  the 
“  Tradition  of  all  Nations,  thinks  the  Appearance 
“  of  Spirits  fabulous  and  grouhdlefs.”  ( Spectator 
N°  i  to.) 

On  the  other  Hand,  if  my  Adverfaries  have  a 
mind  to  judge  of  me,  I  would  have  them  again, 
to  form  their  Opinion  from  the  Words  of  the 
Spectator,  applied  by  a  Profopopceia  to  my  own- 
feif,  as  he  fpeaks  on  the  Subjedt  of  Witches:  “  In 
“  fhort,  when  I  confider  the  Queftion,  whether 
“  there  are  fuch  Perfons  in  the  World  as  thofe 
“  we  call  Witches  ?  My  Mind  is  divided  between 
“  the  two  oppofite  Opinions ;  or  rather  (to  fpeak 
“  my  Thoughts  freely)  I  believe  in  general,  that 
“  there  is,  and  has  been  fuch  a  Thing  as  Witch- 
“  craft ;  but  at  the  fame  time,  can  give  no  Credit 
“  to  any  particular  Inftance  of  it.”  ( Spett.  N°  1 1 7.) 

The  Reader  may  therefore  juftiy  be  defirous  to 
know  then,  what  could  determine  me  to  write 
on  this  Subjedt  ?  and  I  fhall  now  plainly  declare, 
what  it  was  that  did. 
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It  is  a  good  while  fince  I  was  in  difpute  with 
fome  Gentlemen,  and  chiefly  Divines,  on  this 
common  Topick.  They  ail  were  again!!  me,  and 
alledged  the  famous  Treatife  of  Dr.  Blonde l. 
I  need  not  relate  Particulars  ;  it  will  be  lufficient  to 
fay,  that  the  leaf:  underftanding  among  them  in  Phy- 
fical  Matters,  faid  to  me,  as  we  went  home  together. 
What ,  won't  you  give  up?  As  if  any  one’s  Autho¬ 
rity  or  Prepoffeflion,  for  Dr.  Blondel ,  ought  to  con¬ 
vince  me ! 

I  could  not  then  come  at  Dr.  Blondel' s  original 
Work  ;  although  one  of  thofe  Gentlemen  had  of¬ 
fered  to  lend  it  me.  Fie  could  only  procure  me 
the  Extra 51,  which  is  given  of  it  in  the  Literary 
Journal  of  the  Hague.  I  faw  enough  there,  to  ad¬ 
mire  the  learned  Doctor’s  Parts,  but  could  not  fee 
any  thing  to  convince  me. 

At  length,  I  had  the  Satisfaction,  when  I  Jeaffc 
expected  it,  to  perufe  the  Differ  tation  on  the  Power 
of  the  Mother’s  Imagination  ;  in  art  fiver  to 
Dr.  Turner's  Book,  &c.  I  mull  confefs  the  Jour- 
nalills  have  done  Jullice  to  the  Merit  of  Dr.  Blon¬ 
de  l  ;  but  they  have  not  difplayed  his  Arguments  in 
a  fufficient  Light  to  judge  of  them.  I  fhould  never 
have  found  their  Weaknefs,  if  I  had  not  read  the 
Book  itfelf. 

I  flatter  myfelf,  that  there  is  no  room  to  upbraid 
me  for  attacking  an  Author,  who  can  no  more 
defend  himfelf ;  fince  I  attack  not  his  Perlon,  but 
his  Arguments  ;  which,  to  be  fure,  mull  be  can- 
vailed  by  all  thofe  who  will  meddle  with  the  fame 
Subjedt  of  Debate.  If,  by  chance,  1  fhould  take 
him  up  a  little  ;  it  fliall  be  only,  where  I  think 
}ie  has  forgot  himfelf,  with  regard  to  Dr,  ‘Turner, 
whom  I  knew  no  more  than  hjm  :  And  herein  I 
[hall  only  feek  to  do  Jullice  on  both  Sides;  which 
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is  an  Obligation  that  may  make  amends  for  the 
other  Fault,  in  cafe  any  fuch  Accufation  fhould 
arife  againft  me. 

I  defign  to  follow  Dr.  Blondel ,  Step  by  Step,  in 
order  to  fave  myfelf  the  Trouble  of  a  new  Com- 
pofition  •,  and  I  fhall  pick  only  thofe  Places  which 
concern  the  main  Point.  All  that  lies  upon  me, 
is,  to  fhew,  that  he  has  not  proved  his  Negative. 
I  fhould  proceed  afterwards  to  prove  the  Affirma¬ 
tive  ;  but  I  have  given  my  Reafons  for  not  doing 
it  *  :  Whereby  it  will  appear,  after  all,  that  I  fhall 
flick  to  my  former  Refolution  of  not  meddling 
with  the  Queftion  itfelf. 

You  will  not  therefore  be  furprized,  that  I  fhould 
endeavour  to  make  good  my  own  Plea,  r.or  find 
amifs,  that  I  fhould  undertake  to  overthrow  the 
Batteries  of  that  mighty  Champion,  who  attacks 
the  Ladies,  without  allowing  them  the  Liberty  of 
defending  themfelves.  And,  whether  you  con- 
fider  it  as  a  Caufe  between  the  Phyfician  and  the 
Divine,  for  the  Honour  of  their  Profdfions ;  or 
elfe  between  the  Ladies  and  Dr.  Blondel-,  I  hope  it 
Will  be  thought  very  well  worth  Attention. 

Qttod  medicorum  ejl,  fromittunt  tnedici,  l radiant 
fair  ilia  fabri. 

*  See  my  Addrefs  to  the  Ladies. 
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S  Dr.  Blondel  declares  in  his  Adver - 
tifement,  that  he  has  not  publiffied  his 
Name  out  of  Ojientation ,  nor  entered 
this  Field  out  of  Affe&taion  for  Singu¬ 
larity  ;  fo  I  proteft,  I  do  not  enter  the 
Lift  with  him  out  of  vain  Glory ,  nor  engage  in  this 
Quarrel  out  of  blind  Zeal  for  popular  Errors. 

In  his  Preface  he  affirms,  that  no  Body  can  ever 
tret  end  to  anjwer  his  Reafons  dir  eft  ly  •,  and  he  ex- 
)e£!s,  to  he  oppofed  with  Vehemence ,  and  as  much 
Zeal ,  as  if  he  was  going  to  overthrow  the  ufual 
Zourfe  of  Nature.  I  can  allure,  neverthelefs,  the 
deader,  that  I  do  pretend  to  anfwer  his  Reafons  and 
Arguments  directly  :  And  befides,  far  from 
jppofing  him  with  Zeal  and  Animojity ,  I  fhall  do 
t  with  all  the  Calmnefs  and  Moderation ,  that  I 
hould  bring  to  Mathematical  Truths  5  and  with 
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the  foie  Intent  of  fee-king  the  Truth  ;  as  if 
was  the  rrtoft  indifferent  Thing  to  me,  and  withoi 
apprehending  any  difmarl  Effects  from  his  Attemp 
‘  He  goes  on  immediately  thus :  “  It  will  be  fait. 
<«  (and  that’s  all  that  can  be  (aid)  that  todeterminr 
“  how  Imagination  is  able  to  mark  the  Fcetus. 
cc  very  difficult,  or  impoffible,  but  that  a  lorn 
€C  Experience  of  many  Ages  is  a  fufficient  Proa 

that  it  is  actually  done,  He  returns  a 

Anfvver  to  this,  but  it  is  not  a  direSI  one.  For  < 
fayy  that  the  Doctrine  of  Imagination  has  gone  throng 
jeveral  Revolutions ,  is  nothing  to  the  Purpofe.  H 
might  have  cut  Ihort  to  that,  by  defining  exacUj 
which  of  thofe  Opinions  he  was  going  to  oppof* 
And,  as  for  what  he  obferves  next,  concerning  th 
Ihameful  Abufe  of  the  Word  Experience,  it 
but  too  true,  though  nothing  to  the  Purpofe  ne 
iher  *  for  in  this  Affair  we  mean  certainly  the  Ex 
perience  of  Ph  ilosophers.  I  will  therefore  ar 
fwer  his  Propofuion  more  direftly ,  by  the  nob. 
Words  of  Cicero ,  which  the  Docffor  quotes  foo 
after,  but  tranflates  ill  in  the  Beginning,  and  mu. 
be  thus  corrected.  *  My  Opinion  is,  1'ays  Cicern 
that  we  ought  net  to  enquire  jo  much  into  the  Cauf 
of  thofe  Things ,  as  into  the  Events ,  or  Fafls,  &r 
1  am  fatisfied  to  know,  what  is  done,  though  I  canrn 
tellj  by  what  Means  it  is  performed .  So  I  fay  i 

this  Cafe.  Let  us  dir  ft  be  lure  of  the  Fa£t;  an 
then  we  will  enquire  into  the  Reafon.  This  is  a- 
tiniverfal  Rule,  eipecially  in  Physical  Matters 
Imr  how  many  Things  are  there,  which  may  tr 
very  certain,  though  we  know  not  the  Revlon,  Cl 
Manner,  how  they  came  to  pafs  ? 

-..Qua rum  quidem  rerum  eventa  magis  arbitror,  quai 
cauias  quaeri  oportere,  &c.  Hoc  Turn  contents,  qued  etiana 
quomodo  quidque  fiat,  ignorem,  quid  fiat  intcliigo.  I, 
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All  tint  he  alledges  here,  concerning  the  De¬ 
ceits,  and  Errors  of  Men,  in  other  Things,  is  quite 
uperflucus.  Nor  does  if  follow,  becaufe  we  lie 
inder  a  World  of  Imposition,  relating  to  the  Af- 
airs  in  hand,  that  all  the  Stories  we  hear  of  it,  are 
abulous,  or  falfe. 

i  As  to  what  he  juft  mentions  of  Dreams ,  Witches* 
tnd  Wizards ,  I  refer  the  Reader  to  the  Judgment 
fof  the  Spedator,  quoted  before- hand  in  my  Pre¬ 
ace. 

I  grant,  that  Pojl  hoc ,  ergo  propter  hoc ,  is  a 
vulgar  Sophifm  :  But  I  (hall  make  it  my  Bufmefs 
ito  fhew,  that  Pojl  hoc ,  ergo  propter  hoc ,  is  found 
Logic  in  the  Bufinefs  before  us. 

The  Doctor  fays,  Pits  Opinion  is  harmlefs ,  good- 
natured  and  ufeful ,  in  snaking  eafy  the  Minds  of 
feveral  Perfons .  I  do  alfo  believe,  that  his  Inten¬ 
tion  was  very  good  ;  and  I  think,  it  is  to  be  wifh- 
ed,  we  could  perfwade  the  greateft  Part,  that  there 
is  nothing  in  the  Matter. 

I  am  fo  convinced  of  the  Power  of  Imagina¬ 
tion,  and  of  the  Weaknefs  of  moft  Minds,  that 
I  think,  it  would  be  good  Policy,  and  a  great 
Service,  if  we  could  draw  oft  more,  the  Thoughts 
of  moft  Women  from  the  Belief  of  thefe  Stories,  the 
Prefence  of  dangerous  Impreffions,  and  the  Con- 
fideration  of  this  Subjed.  I  need  not  dwell  any 
longer  upon  the  reft  of  his  Preface,  I  fhall  only 
remark,  on  the  Propositions,  which  ftand  here 
at  the  Head  of  this  Treatife,  that  the  Second  among 
them,  viz.  That  there’s  no  Solatia  continui  without 
Force  or  Violence,  is  very  true  in  Mechanics ;  but 
is  a  mere  Sophifm,  when  applied  to  the  prefenc 
Subjed  of  Difpute, 
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Mother’s  Imagination  over  the  Foetus 

EXAMINED. 

CHAP.  I. 

*  r1* 

H  E  Doftor  defines  very  exactly- 
what  this  Imagination  is.  He  make* 
then  prefently,  this  Queftion.  In 
what  Senfecan  the  Mother  do  an  Ini 
jury  to  the  Foetus  in  Utero  ?  In  An 
fwer,  he  fays,  That  whatever  L 
detrimental  to  her,  is  dire  Illy  or  indirellly  prejudicial 
to  the  other.  We  fliall  fee  anon,  whether  this  Pro- 
pofition  is  not  dire&ly  againft  his  own  felf. 

He  confeffes,  pag.  3.  That  the  Child  may  alfc 
fuffer  by  the  Affeblion  of  the  Mother’s  Mind. 

He  acknowledges,  and  defcribes  very  well,  the 
Effects  of  the  Paffions  in  Human  Bodies  •,  he  af- 
figns  a  Mechanical  Caufe  for  them,  viz.  The  eon- 
vulfive  Motion  of  the  Diaphragm,  and  of  the  Mufcles  oj 
the  Abdomen,  which ,  like  a  ftrong  Bar ,  ftrike  upon 
the  Vifcera.  And,  if  fuch  a  Caufe  fhould  be  want¬ 
ing  for  the  Effects  under  our  Confideration,  I 
think  we  cannot  better  explain  it,  than  in  the  Au¬ 
thor’s  own  Words,  which  immediately  follow  here. 

Noli! 
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Now,  where's  the  Wonder ,  that,  fuch  a  Force 
pr effing  upon  the  Uterus,  which  is  alfo  in  Convuficn 3 
Jhould  knead  the  tender  Child ,  and  caufe  Evocations * 
Fr allures.  Mutilations ,  Hernias,  Ecchymofes,  &c.  ? 

He  afks,  in  the  next  place,  “  Whether,  the 
44  ftrong  Attention  of  the  Mother's  Mind  to  a 
“  determinate  Objedt,  can  caufe  a  determinate  of 
44  a  fpecifick  Imprefnon  upon  the  Body  of  the 
44  Child,  without  any  Force  or  Violence  from  a- 
“  broad  ?”  And  laftly*  “  Whether  in  the  Fit  of 
44  Imagination,  the  Application  of  the  Mother's 
44  Hand  to  any  particular  Place  of  her  Body* 
“  though  accidental,  and  not  premeditated,  can 
44  work  lympatheticaily  upon  the  like  Part  of  the 
44  Body  of  the  Fcetu&  and  be  of  any  dangerous 
44  Confequence  ?”  This  is  the  true  State  of  the 
Queftion,  and  Point  of  Debate ;  what  we  believe* 
but  what  our  Author  affirms  to  be  contrary  to 
Experience ,  Reafon ,  and  Anatomy ,  We  ffiall  fee* 
whether  he  can  prove  it  fo.  In  the  mean  while  I 
ffiall  only  obferve,  that,  if  ever  there  is  any  Force 
or  Violence  from  abroad,  there  will  be  neither  Won¬ 
der,  nor  Difficulty  ;  and  in  cafe  of  an  accidental,  of 
unpremeditated  Application  of  the  Hand,  there 
would  be  no  room  for  Imagination, 

CHAP.  II. 

IN  this  Chapter,  he  begins  by  laying  down  fome 
Roles  for  the  Certainty  of  Experience  about 
the  Matter  in  hand.  I  grant  in  general,  they  are 
good  ;  but  they  feem  liable  to  fome  Equivocations* 
which  mu  ft  be  removed,  v.  g>  The  Second,  where 
he  fays,  that  this  Experience  Jhould  be  grounded  upon 
the  F eftimony  of  our  Senfes,  and  not  depending  upoti 
occult  Qualities,  Suppofitions ,  &c.  has  no  Reference 
to  Matter  of  Faft,  but  includes  groundlefsly  the 
Rationale .  The  Fourth ,  That  they  muff  be  in  fuch 
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if  Number,  as  to  overbalance  all  Counter-  Ghfervatlons , 

Is  an  unreasonable  Condition,  as  I  fha.il  fhew 
hereafter.  The  Sixth,  That  the  Credit  of  unknown 
IVitmjfes  does  diminijh,  in  Proportion  of  the  Uijlance 
of  Places  and  Times,  is  more  reafonable,  but  falla¬ 
cious.  I  will  not  fpend  Time  in  fhewing  this  Fal¬ 
lacy  ;  but  obferve  only,  that  Ditton ,  in  his  Trea- 
tife  on  the  RefurreSion ,  has  demonflrated.  That, 
in  fome  Cafes,  the  Credit  of  Witneffes  increafes  in 
Proportion  to  the  Diftance  of  Times. 

I  would  therefore,  fuppofing  the  other  Conditions 
(which  are  requifite  in  all  Teftimonies)  lay  down  only 
two,  which  I  think  would  be  fufficient.  ift.  That 
we  be  fure  the  Mother  had  been  affe&ed,  had 
feen,  had  been  frighted,  had?  coveted*  had  longed, 
had  applied  her  Hands,  in  Confequence  of  the 
Adtcion  of  the  Objedt :  And  2 d.  That  the  Effedt 
has  enfued,  agreeably  to  the  Impreffion. 

The  remaining  Part  of  this  Chapter  is  taken  up, 
in  expatiating  on  the  feveral  Syftems  and  Varia¬ 
tions  of  the  Imaginationijls.  I  have  already  obferv’d, 
on  the  Author’s  Preface,  that  all  this  is  little  to  the 
Purpofe.  I  own  indeed,  that  he  treats  it  with  a 
great  deal  of  Wit  and  Humour :  But,  as  I  have 
no  Pretenfions  to  contend  with  him  for  Wit }  ands 
have  declared  befides,  that  I  would  confine  myfelf  to». 
the  Confideration  of  the  main  Point  ;  I  fhall  only', 
juft  touch  one  or  two  Articles  in  this  Part. 

i Jl.  If  we  can  but  agree  about  the  Effeft,  I  be¬ 
lieve  we  fnall  have  no  Dilpute  about  the  Tinteiv 
when  it  is  performed.  Dr.  Turner  feems  to  deter¬ 
mine  it  right ;  and,  as  to  the  Difficulty  of  account¬ 
ing  for  the  Loft  of  Limbs,  at  the  End  of  Gejlation „ 
I  fhall  put  that  off  to  another  Place. 

idly.  The  Operations  which  are  faid  to  be  worked: 
defignedlv,  by  the  Strength  of  Imagination,  onr 
Perfons  at  a  vaft  Di  fiance,  &c.  have  no  Relation 
to  the  Affair  of  the  Mother’s  Imagination  on  hen 
Child, 
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gdly,  and  lajlly,  The  Produdlion  of  Mongers  is 
!  another  Queftion,  to  be  confidered  apart.  It  would 
be  mere  cavilling  for  me,  to  dwell  longer  on  this 
Chapter, 

I  .  C  H  A  P.  Ill 


HERE  the  Doftor  continues  to  examine  the 
Proofs  from  Experience.  He  maintains 
three  AfTertions.  i ft.  That  there  is  fometimes  Ima¬ 
gination ,  and  yet  afterwards  neither  Marks ,  nor 
Deformities  follow.  fialy.  That  there  are  Marks ,  &c. 
without  any  precedent  Imagination .  3 dlyy  and  laftly , 
That  there  are  Marks ,  &c.  pretended  to  be  fubfcquent 
to 5  and  the  EffeCl  of  the  Mother's  Imagination .  He 
fpeaks  to  the  two  firft  here,  and  referves  the  laft.kp 
the  following  Chapter. 

I  mqft  own,  the  firft  Inftance  he  brings  in  of 
ineffectual  Imagination ,  is  much  in  his  Favour.  A 
Gentlewoman  who  had  an  Averfion  againft  Cats, 
was  frighted  by  a  Cat,  and  was  brought  to  Bed  of 
a  fine  Boy,  who  loved  Cats, 

I  afk  only,  whether  we  have  not  as  much  Right 
to  exaft  as  great  a  Number  of  fuch  Inftances  for 
his  Side,  as  he  would  have  us  produce  for  ours? 
He  fays,  he  could  give  a  long  Catalogue  of  fuch, 
That  is,  what  we  can  no  more  queftion  with  him 
now.  But  I  am  forry,  the  latter  Part  of  his  Sen¬ 
tence,  or  Boafting,  intimates  fomething  that  would 
be  againft  him  :  He  fays,  And  yet  thofe  Misfortunes 
did  not  appear ,  upon  the  Birth  of  the  Children ,  to 
have  been  viftbly  of  fuch  ill  Conference  to  them ,  as  to 
mark  their  Bodies.  They  were  then  of  feme  ill 
Confequence ,  though  not  to  mark  them,  I  fhall 
therefore  wait,  ’till  fome  others  be  produced. 

The  next  Inftance  he  alledges,  is  of  Mary 
§fueen  of  Scots,  whom  her  Secretary,  David  Rwo% 
feized  violently  by  the  Wafte,  to  protect  himfelf 
ggainft  tfie  barbarous  Attempts  of  his  Enemies^ 

G  z  who 
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who  had  ftabbed  him  in  her  Prefence,  Every 
Body  knows,  that  King  James  the  fir  ft  ^  who  was 
afterwards  born  of  her.  could  not  bear  the  Sight  of 
a  naked  Sword.  I  mall  not  enquire,  whether  that 
terrible  Accident  was  the  Caufe  of  his  Averfion  or 
not,  JDr.  Blondel  chufes  to  throw  it  upon  the  un¬ 
happy  Education  of  that  Prince.  Be  that  as  it  will, 
I  with,  the  Dodder  could  tell  me,  how  that  Force 
or  Violence  from  abroad ,  came  not  to  have  the  na¬ 
tural  Mechanical  Effects,  which  one  might  expect 
from  it  ?  I  think  it  is  very  ftrange,  that  the 
Force  prejjing  upon  the  Uterus,  did  not  caufe  Abor¬ 
tion,  knead  the  Child ,  or  produce  fome  of  thofe 
other  lamentable  Effects,  which  the  Dodor  him? 
felf  (pag.  4.)  faid,  there  would  be  no  Wonder  of. 
Pie  was  as  much  bound  in  this  Cafe,  to  account, 
why  Mechanicks  did  nothing  ?  as  we  to  account, 
why  Imagination  did  not  all  he  deiired  ? 

Let  that  Example  therefore,  remain  as  it  is.  I 
could  alfo  willingly  pardon  him  the  ingenious 
Account  he  gives  for  that  King’s  pacifick  Difpo- 
pofitions ;  if  his  partial  Zeal  had  not  carried  him 
fo  far  out  of  ihe  Way,  as  to  call  the  excellent  and 
admirable  Buchanan  a  learned  Pedant. 

Our  Author  objects  in  the  next  Place,  that  there 
are  fome  Marks  and  Deformities  without  any  pre¬ 
ceding  Imagination.  He  relates  three  Inftances  of 
this,  within  his  own  Knowledge,  which  I  (hail  not 
cpnteft.  And  who  does  not  know,  that  there  are 
many  irregular  Conformations,  Deformities,  Re¬ 
dundancies,  and  anomalous  Difpofitions  of  Parts, 
loth  external  and  internal,  to  which  we  are  well 
affured,  the  Mother’s  Imagination  did  not,  nor 
tpuld  not,  contribute?  v  i 

Bur,  on  the  other  Hand,  is  there  not  Reafon 
fometimes  to  fufpedr,  that  Women  will  not  confefs, 
they  had  been  particularly  affefted  with  the  Ima¬ 
gination,  or  Sight,  of  fome  Things  ?  This  is  very 
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probable  in  the  Inftance  quoted  here  from  Thom, 
Bartholine ,  of  a  Child  that  was  born  with  an  Ex- 
crefcence,  like  the  Head-cloaths  of  Danifh  Wo¬ 
men  ;  At  leaft  it  is  an  Exception  as  reafonable  a- 
gainft  this  antient  and  remote  Witnefs,  as  any  that 
can  be  laid  againft  the  like,  in  favour  of  the  Ima- 
ginationifts. 

Do  we  not  know,  how  fhy  the  Women  are 
always  in  confeffing  their  Longings  ?  They  never 
will  own  upon  the  Spot,  that  they  longed  for  fuch 
a  Thing,  ft  mud  be  prefented  before  them,  as  if 
we  knew  nothing  of  their  Defire.  And,  if  they  are  fo 
unwilling  to  confefs  their  Longings  and  Affedtions, 
before  the  Effedt,  why  may  not  they  fometimes 
be  as  backward  to  confefs  them  afterwards  ?  Cer¬ 
tainly  fome  Women  are  fuch  unaccountable  Crea¬ 
tures,  that  no  more  Strefs  can  be  laid  on  their  De¬ 
nials,  than  their  Affirmations. 

Incerta  hac  ft  tu  poflules 
Ratione  certa  facere,  nihilo  plus  agas , 

Quam  ft  des  operam ,  ut  cum  ratione  injanias . 


I  ffiall,  in  fome  fitter  Place,  give  a  Reafon  why 
Imagination  does  not  always  adt  ?  and  why  fome 
uncommon  Effects  are  produced  without  Imagina¬ 
tion  f  Though  at  the  fame  time,  I  cannot  tell, 
whether  the  Abfurdity  of  thefe  Objections  does  not 
appear  more  evidently,  by  oblerving,  that  they 
fuppofe  Imagination  fhould  be  the  Caule  of  all  pre¬ 
ternatural  and  extraordinary  Formations,  or  of  no¬ 
thing?  and  that  no  other  Caufes  could  produce 
anomalous,  or  unnatural  ones  ? 

I  need  oppofe  nothing  to  the  Eifimatei  by  which 
our  Author  concludes  this  Chapter  of  the  Proportion 
Marks  and  Deformities  do  bear  to  the  Number  of  Chil¬ 
dren  ;  becauie,  on  the  one  hand,  it  is  bare  Suppofi- 
tion,  gratis  dittum,  and  on  the  other;  quite  ulelcls, 
if  my  foregoing  Anfwer  is  good. 

'  CHAP, 
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CHAP.  IV. 


LL  this  Chapter  is  fpent  in  reprefenting, 
that  there  are  Marks  and  Deformities  pretended 


to  be  fubfequent  to  Imagination.  But  this  we  have 
readily  granted,  Confitentem  hales  reum.  What 
would  you  have  more  ?  Does  it  therefore  follow, 
that  Marks  and  Deformities  do  never  really  happen 
after  a  precedent  Imagination  ?  Becaufe  there  are 
fome  Lies,  is  there  therefore  no  Truth  ?  I  hope 
there  is.  TheDodtor  hopes,  that,  when  his  feveral 
Deductions  are  made,  we  fhall  not  think  fit  to  de¬ 
fend  our  Caufe  any  longer.  He  is  much  miftaken, 
For  I  will  allow  him  all,  except  the  Difcount  of 
Dr.  ‘Turner's  twelfth  Chapter,  of  which  hereafter  ; 
and  fhall  neverthelefs  continue  to  defend  my  Caufe. 

I  need  not  rehearfe  his  Deductions.  I  fhall  only 
fhew,  what  unfair  Objedtions  he  raifes  againft  two 
or  three  Stories  he  has  picked  out  to  cavil  at. 

if,  A  Woman  having  been  frighted  with  the 
Firing  of  a  Gun ,  was  delivered  of  a  Child  with  a 
Wound  in  his  Back ,  of  the  fame  Shape ,  as  if  it  had 
been  done  with  a  Mufquet  Shot. 

How  are  thefe  Wounds  made,  fays  the  Dodtor  ? 
I  anfwer.  This  is  enquiring  into  the  Manner ,  and 
not  obicdling  againft  the  Fadt  itfelf,  or  the 
Credibility  of  the  Witneffes.  He  flares  next  another 
Difficulty  about  the  Time  when  this  Wound  is 
performed,  to  wit,  in  the  Birth ,  or  in  the  very  In 
Slant  of  Fright  ?  And  then  he  determines  it  at  the 
Birth ;  becaufe  he  imagines  an  Effufion  of  Blood 
would  have  killed  the  Child  before.  But  this  is 
as  reafonable  to  fuppofe,  as  the  Queftion  he  makes 
at  laft :  Why  is  it  juSi  to  charge  the  Mother  with 
the  Mifdemeanors  of  other  People  ?  I  have  no  Anfwer 
to  give  to  fuch  a  Queftion. 
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2.  The  next  Story  is  from  Father  Male- 
SranchEjWs.  That  of  the  Woman  who  was  brought 
to  Bed  of  a  Child,  refembling  the  Picture  of  old 
Saint  Pins.  Whether  this  was  an  Impofition  or 
not,  I  cannot  tell  :  But  I  do  not  fee,  how  the  Ac¬ 
count  Dr.  Blondel  would  give  us  of  ir,  is  fufficient 
to  invalidate  the  Teftimony  of  Malebranche ,  That 
it  was ,  what  all  Paris  might  have  feen  as  well  as 
himfelf.  I  am  fure,  however,  the  Inftance  he  al¬ 
ledges  afterwards  of  a  Jew  Cheat ,  does  not  counte¬ 
nance  that  Opinion)  becaufe  it  is  not  [aid,  the 
Lad  was  born  with  the  Characters  that  were  feen 
on  him. 

3.  and  lajlly ,  The  third  Story,  is  alfo  from  F. 
Malebranche.  It  is  that  of  the  Man  who  was  born 
an  Idiot ,  and  whofe  Body  was  broken  in  the  fame 
Places  where  Malefactors  are  broke.  I  am  forry 
Dr.  Blondel,  and  I,  cannot  agree  here.  I  mu  ft 
own,  the  Relation  appears  to  me  very  credible  j 
and  the  Account  F.  Malebranche  gives  of  it,  very 
natural  and  intell  igible. 

I  fhall  fay  nothing  to  perfwade  others  into  my 
Opinion  of  this  Story.  If  they  cannot  judge  by 
themfelves,  all  my  Difcourfe  would  be  in  vain. 
Let  them  read  Malebranche .  I  will  only  fhew  the 
Weaknefs  of  Dr.  Blonde! s  Objections. 

1.  He  objeCts,  that  F.  Malebranche  does  not  fay 
exprefsly,  he  had  examined  that  Man.  But  may 
not  that  Omiffion  be  a  mere  Overfight,  or  Negli¬ 
gence  ?  And  is  it  likely,  hefhould  not  have  had  that 
Curiofity  once,  during  the  Space  of  twenty  years, 
that  the  Man  was  to  be  feen  ? 

2.  He  has  the  Boldnefs  to  invalidate  the 
Queen’s  Teftimony.  But  while  fo  many  Perfbns 
had  feen  the  Man,  who,  more  fit  to  be  named  by 
Malebranche,  than  a  Perfon  of  her  DiftinCtion  and 
Authority  P  Is  it  to  be  fuppofed,  that  fhe  would 
have  condefcended,  or  defired  to  fee  the  Man,  if 

1  the 
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the  Faft  had  not  been  notorious  ?  And  could  Ihe 
not  judge  of  broken  Arms  and  Legs,  as  well  as; 
others,  fince  ihe  was  pleafed  to  touch  them  ?  I 
am  aihamed,  that  Dr.  Blondel  ihould  fay,  a  Bone- 
fetter’s  Teftimony  had  been  of  greater  weight  in 
this  Cafe. 

3.  He  pretends,  that  F.  Malebranche  afferts, 
there  was  no  Callus  in  thefe  Fraftures ;  and,  he 
objefts,  they  could  not  have  continued  twenty 
years  without  a  Callus.  But  I  fee  nothing  of  that 
in  Malebranche ,  nor  any  Reafon  to  fuppofe  a 
Callus . 

4.  He  fuppofes,  the  Child  Ihould  have  been 
marked  with  a  Wound  upon  his  Bread,  becaufe 
Criminals  always  receive  a  ftrong  Blow  there.  But 
is  fhat  certain  ?  And,  fuppofe  it  was,  would  the 
Confequence  be  neceffary  ?  And,  is  the  Objection 
reafonable  ? 

$thly  and  lajlly.  The  laft  Objeftion  is  a  fad  Shifts 
He  won’t  pretend  to  deny  abfolutely  the  Faff  5  but 
he  affirms,  it  is  utterly  impoffible,  that  Fraftures  1 
ihould  remain  fo  long  without  Reunion  or  Death, 
In  ihort,  he  thinks,  ’tis  probable ,  the  Lad  brought 
into  the  Worlds  a  Luxation  of  the  Bones  of  the  Car - 
pus  and  Tarfus ,  which  might  eafily  pafs  for  fuchi 
Fraftures.  But,  does  this  Prpbability  amount  to  1 
a  Proof  ?  Or,  if  it  does,  would  it  not  be  as  difficult 
to  account  for  this  Phcenomenon  as  the  other  ?  Who  1 
does  not  fee,  all  this  is  mere  Prefumption  ?  I  pre~ 
fume  alfo,  that  the  Inftances  of  foft  Bones,  in  mor¬ 
bid  Cafes  (by  which  our  Author  finifhes  this  Chap¬ 
ter;  are  fo  little  to  the  Purpofe,  that  I  may  fafely 
pafs  over  their  Gonfideration. 


C  I-I  A,  P, 
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'  '•  ‘ 

■  /  v  ’  *  , 

c  H  A  P.  V. 

\Monjlrum  horrendum ,  inf  'or me ,  ingens ,  cut  lumen  ademptum  l 

„  u 
If  ¥  T  ^  are  now  cottle  t°  the  great  Bone  of  Con- 

VV  between  the  two  Authors,  the  XII. 

Chap,  of  the  firft  Part  of  Dr.  Turner 5s  Treatife, 
Dtf  Morbis  Cutaneis . 

Dr.  Blondel  declares,  he  had  not  that  Chapter 
in  view,  when  he  wrote  his  firft  *  Differtation  on 
The  Strength  of  Imagination  in  pregnant  Women , 
We  mu  it  take  his  Word  for  that.  But  it  is  plain, 
he  looks  on  this  Chapter,  as  the  mo  ft  valuable  Col¬ 
lection,  or  moft  comp-leat  Summary  of  what  can 
be  faid  on  this  Side  of  the  Queftion  ;  fince  he  fays 
here,  *tis  enough  to  examine  this  only ,  to  be  con¬ 
vinced  of  the  Abfurdity  of  the  feveral  Reports,  &c. 

I  fhould  be  lorry,  that  the  whole  Caufe  lay  at 
flake  on  this ;  neither  do  I  take  it  on  that  Footing, 
Whenever  I  write  d  priori  on  this  Subject,  I  fhall 
take  care  my  Vouchers  be  good  ^  but  I  am  not 
obliged  to  anfwer  for  Dr.  Turner's. 

I  am  ready  to  allow,  that  Dr.  Blondel  was  the 
greater  Philofopher,  and  a  more  learned  Critick  *5 
but  he  muft  not  have  the  Advantage  for  that,  nor 
muft  we  fuffer  his  Adverfary  to  be  oppreft* 

In  examining  thefe  Cafes,  I  defign  to  obferve  the 
ft  r  idle  ft  Impartiality:  I,  fhall  defend  all  thofe  I 
can,  againft  the  unjuft:  Reproaches  of  Dr.  Blonde!  % 
but,  as  for  thofe  few,  which  you  will  find,  that  I 
pafs  by  without  mentioning,  you  may  luppofe, 
that  I  give  them  up,  either  to  his  Cenlure,  or 
Mirth. 

*  This  firft  Differtation  was  occafioned  by  that  notorious 
Cheat  at  Godalmin ,  of  a  Woman  that  pretended  to  bring  foitii 

Rabbits. 

I  have  not  feen  this  Book,  no  more  than  the  Author  of  the 
Britifb  Oracle  (N°  I.)  whence  I  learnt  this  Particular. 

D  Whenever 
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Whenever  the  Doctor  banters  upon  juft  Grounds 
1  fnall  not  oppofe  him,  but  rather  join  in  his  Sport; 
and  I  mult  own,  the  Reader  has  often  here  Occa-: 
fion  of  diverting  himfelf.  He  accufes  Dr.  Turner 
of  falling  into  Contradictions ;  but  we  fhall  fee,  that 
he  is  fallen  into  the  fame,  and  perhaps  more  fuch, 
himfelf.  *  In  fhort,  although  we  fbauld  grant, 
what  he  pretends,  that  thefe  Cafes  are  fome  of  them 
fictitious ,  or  frivolous ,  and  all  of  them  inefficient ; 

I  hope,  it  will  appear,  we  need  not,  nor  ought  not, 
to  be  caft  in  our  Suit  for  that. 

I.  It  is  very  unfair  in  Dr.  Blondel  to  wave  the; 
Authority  of  a  plain  Text,  without  faying  any 
thing  againft  it.  The  Define,  faith  Hippocrates ,  of* 
pregnant  Women,  is  able  to  mark  the  tender  Infant 
with  the  Thing  defined.  Nothing  more  pofitive. 
It’s  true,  here  is  no  mention  made  of  Imagination ; 
but  the  Thing  itfelf  is  very  well  expreffed.  And  if 
Hippocrates  is  not  for  us,  the  Doctor  has  gone 
the  wrong  Way  to  work.  He  ought  to  have  Ihewn 
us,  that  this  Paffage  is  not  genuine  •,  as  the  other 
certainly  is  not,  which  he  alledges  againft  him. 
Hippocrates  could  never  advife  fuch  cruel  Experi¬ 
ments,  as  is  there  hinted.  But,  fince  our  Author 
will  infill  on  fpurious  Works,  the  next  Quotation 
from  the  fame  Place,  might  receive  a  favourable 
Interpretation,  both  with  the  Text  above,  and  for 
the  current  Opinion  of  Imagination,  v.  g.  “  If  a 
“  pregnant  Woman  longs  for  Coals,  or  Earth,  and 
“  does  eat  them ,  (/.  e.  iuch  unnatural  Food)  the 
“  Child  will  be  marked.  But,  if  Ihe  longs  for 
“  any  natural  and  wholfome  Victuals,  the  Child  will 
“  be  marked,  if  her  Longing  is  baulked .”  This  is 
very  rational  ;  for  there  mull  be  fomething  extra¬ 
ordinary,  fome  Way  or  other,  to  work  the  Effedt, 
and  thus  all  is  reconciled.  But  Dr.  Blondel  has 

,y.?  the  Collection  of  them  at  the  End  of  this  Difpute. 

Ihewn 
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fhewn  himfelf  a  bad  Critick,  all  along  here,  by  not 
diftinguifhing  between  the  genuine  and  fpurious 
Works  of  that  great  Man. 

II.  We  fhali  have  Occafion  hereafter,  to  con- 
fider  the  Teftimony  of  the  Antients.  I  fhali  only 
fay  here  a  Word  in  Behalf  of  Dr.  Turner.  The 
Advice  of  Hefiod  to  his  Brother,  does  not  indeed* 
relate  diredtly  to  the  Imagination  of  Mothers;  but 
to  the  Cauie  of  thofe  Refemblances,  which  we 
obferve  very  commonly  between  near  Relations. 
To  be  fure,  there  mu  ft  be  fomething  within  us, 
that  contributes  towards  it :  But,  if  we  confider  how 
little  in  Reality  !  What  more  fit  to  think  on,  than 
Imagination  ?  That  this  was  the  Notion  of  the 
Antients,  I  could  prove  from  the  Authority  of 
Plutarch ;  who  advifes  (fomewhere)  Men  not  to 
go  about  the  Work  of  Generation  in  a  Fit  of  An¬ 
ger,  or  Drunkennefs,  leaft  the  like  Bifpofitions 
fhould  be  tranfmitted  to  the  Offspring. 

I  won’t  juftify  Dr.  Turner ,  if  he  has  blindly  co¬ 
pied  the  Words  annexed  to  Hefiod :  But  it  is  plain, 
they  are  a  natural  Comment  on  the  Text ;  and  it 
is  therefore  no  matter  to  us,  whether  he  underfcood 
the  Original,  or  not. 

I  fhould  have  fome  fine  Things  to  fay  here,  on 
the  Moral  Senfe  of  Hefiod' s  Precepts,  and  their 
Conformity  with  fome  of  Mofes ,  in  order  to  clear 
them  from  imputed  Superfiition  ;  but  I  leave  that 
Tafk  to  the  Divines,  who  are  Dr.  Blondel  s  Friends. 

III.  There  is  nothing  incredible  in  the  Stratagem 
of  Dion  f tus ;  and  why  fhould  we  not  believe  that 
St.  Aujiin  has  preferved  us  this  Piece  ci  Iiiftory, 
as  foon  as  any  other  ?  Sot  anus  tells  us,  that  Diony-* 
fius  the  Tyrant  would  always  have  a  beautiful  1  iffiure 
fet  up  before  his  Wife  in  tve  hed-Crjambc/  ;  that  by 
Strength  of  Fancy  [he  might  cone  croc  that.  Li^enejs, 
Whether  this  Story  be  true,  or  i  not,  it  is  certain, 

'  D  2  th* 
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the  Notion  concerning  the  Effect  of  contemplating 
Pittures,  is  deeply  rooted  in  the  Minds  of  Wo¬ 
men.  But,  what  I  mod  find  fault  with  here,  is, 
that  we  are  not  informed,  whether  Dionyfius  fuc- 
ceeded  in  his  Stratagem. 

However,  I  am  lure,  that  that  is  a  more  reafo- 
nable  Objection,  than  to  apprehend  with  Dr,  Blon - 
del)  that  he  wend  hereby  the  JhorteJl  way  to  be  made 
a  Cuckold .  I  am  furprifed,  the  Dodtor,  who  is  fo 
quick-fighted,  did  not  lay  hold  on  fo  material  an 
Objection,  in  dead  of  fporting  fo  much  with  the 
Oddnefs  of  the  Fancy. 

IV.  The  Story  of  the  Girl,  who  was  born  fo 
like  the  Pidture  of  Sr.  John  the  Baptijl ,  is  very 
parallel  to  the  Story,  related  by  Malebranche ,  (fee 
pag.  12.)  of  the  Child  refembling  the  Picture  of 
old  St.  Pius .  All  I  can  fay,  to  countenance  thefe 
Stories  concerning  Pictures,  is,  that  I  have  feen 
fome  Ladies,  who  pradifed  this  Stratagem  ;  and 
feVeral  Children,  who  were  like  the  Pidlures  of  their 
dead  Relations.  I  might  add,  for  further  Confir¬ 
mation,  i f  I  did  not  fear  the  Sufpicion'  of  Vanity, 
that  I  knew  one  or  two  Ladies,  when  I  was  a 
Child,  who  ufed  to  look  very  eagerly  on  me,  in 
order  to  have  fuch  a  fine  Boy.  But  I  leave  every 
one  to  think  of  this  as  they  plcafe. 

V7.  You  may  remember  the  Indance,  (fee  p.  y.) 
Dr.  Blondel  has  alledged,  of  a  Gentlewoman,  who, 
tho9  frighted  by  a  Cat,  was  brought  to  Bed  of  a 
Bov  that  loved  Cats .  Here  is  an  Indance  on  the 

j 

ocher  Side,  from  Bartholinc,  of  a  Woman,  who, 
being  frighted  in  the  fame  manner,  was  delivered  of 
a  Child,  that  had  the  Head  of  a  Cat.  The  Debtor 
nibbles  at  the  Credulity  of  that  learned  Author, 
tho’  he  owns,  we  may  rely  on  Cafes,  that  were  of 
his  own  Knowledge.  I  need  not  defend  that  great 
Man’s  Reputation,  and  Credit,  any  farther.  I 
would  not  neither  warrant  the  Story,  which  makes 
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a  Par oli  to  the  foregoing,  of  the  Gentlewoman  of 
Helfenor ,  who  was  delivered  of  a  great  Rat.  The 
molt  l  could  fay  to  fupport  the  Credibility  of  this 
would  be  the  Inftance  of  a  Child,  who  came  to  be 
born,  by  iome  fuch  Accident,  with  the  Motions  of 
a  Cat  os  Rat .  But,  as  I  am  told,  this  has  happened 
to  the  Mother-m-Law  of  the  Gentleman  who 
chiefly  oppofed  me;  I  hope,  he  will,  one  Day  or 
other,  bring  to  light  the  Particulars,  which  I  have 
not  yet  had  the  Opportunity  to  be  well  informed 
of.  In  the  mean  while,  I  appeal  to  the  Ladies , 
whether  Bart  holine  ought  not  to  be  credited,  who 

fays,  I  WILL  NOT  HAVE  THE  UNDOUBTED  Ve- 

racity  of  Women  called  in  Question. 

VK  The  Joke  on  the  Pope’s  Niece,  who  had  a 
monftrous  Birth,  armed ,  as  it  were,  with  Bear's 
Claws,  &c.  is  excellent.  It  would  be  pity  to  fpoil 
it.  But,  fince  our  Author  propofes,  on  this  Oc- 
cafion,  in  a  jocular  Manner,  whether  it  would  not 
be  fit  to  prefent  a  Petition,  for  a  new  Regulation  of 
Street-  Signs  ?  I  think,  I  may  take  the  fame  Op¬ 
portunity  to  reprefent,  that  fome  new  Order  for 
removing  feveral  {hocking  Objects  out  of  the  Streets, 
would  certainly  prevent  many  Accidents,  and  be 
very  grateful  to  the  PublicL  We  have  now  done 
with  Pictures. 

VII.  The  Story  of  the  Calf  will  afford  us  abun¬ 
dance  of  Remarks.  The  Fa<5t  is  this.  “  A  Wo- 
“  man,  who  was  forced  to  be  prefent  at  the  killing 
“  of  a  Calf,  had  a  Child  born  with  his  Entrails 

hanging  out  by  the  Navel.” 

i.  Dr.  Blondel  remarks  firft  of  all,  that  this  Story 
comes  from  Gregorius  Horftius,  who  had  imbibed  his 
Father  Jacobus  Horftius's  Principles.  But  is  it  juft 
to  flander  the  Son  , for  the  Father  ?  I  confefs,  I  did 
not  infill  on  the  preceding  Cafes  related  from  Horf¬ 
tius,  becaufe  they  are  too  common,  and  becaufe  I 
thought  the  Obieblions  raifed  on  Account  of  his 

2  Lreduucyg 
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Credulity,  were  too  juftly  grounded.  But  I  think, 
no  fuch  Exception  lies  againft  his  Son. 

You  will  foon  be  told,  that  Gregory  Horftius  was 
a  Man  engaged  in  the  Difpute  relating  to  Imagi¬ 
nation,  and  who  j wallowed  greedily  thole  Stories, 
which  favoured  his  Syllem.  In  order  to  dilpel 
this  Calumny,  and  to  Ihew  how  confident  Dr.  B lon- 
del  is  with  himfeif,  I  flia.ll  only  warn  you,  that,  a 
few  Pages  lower,  he  quotes  in  his  own  Favour,  the 
following  Words,  where  Gregory  Horftius  plainly 
judges  contrary  to  his  fuppofed  Prejudice  :  Magis 
ad  ipfms  fanguinis  infeblionem ,  qudm  ad  imaginationem 
refpiciendum.  If  the  Son  then  was  fo  credulous, 
like  his  Father,  why  does  the  Doctor  appeal  to  him, 
contrary  to  his  Opinion  ? 

'  2.  It  appears  plainly,  by  the  Relation,  that  Gre¬ 
gory  Horftius ,  and  another  Phyficiao  did  queftion 
the  Mother  :  But  Dr.  Blondel  feems  difpieafed,  that 
they  have  not  given  us  the  Character  of  tnis  Wo¬ 
man,  and  then  objedts  very  comically  at  lad,  that 
jhe  had  been  entirely  filent ,  if  the  Gentlemen  had 
made  her  no  Queftions.  I  afk,  what  we  muft  do, 
to  fatisfy  Dr.  Blondel? 

3.  I  muft  fay,  in  Defence  of  Dr.  Turner ,  that 
the  Word  extraordinary  is  no  improper  Exprefiion 
for  quodammodo  in  the  Text,  and  that  there  is  no 
Neceffity  to  fuppofe,  the  Woman  was  frighted  at 
the  Sight,  but  only  much  moved :  Wherefore 
quodammodo  commota ,  felt  an  extraordinary  Motion, 
was  very  well  laid. 

4.  I  pafs  by  the  unfeafonable  Joke  on-  the  Sol¬ 
diers  who  forced  this  Woman  to  fee  the  Calf;  but 
I  mult  obferve,  that  the  Cafe  before  us  is  exadtly 
parallel  to  one  (related  before,  Pag.  26.)  of  a 
Cooper  s  Wife ,  who  had  been  prefent  at  the  Killing  of 
a  Hog ,  and  was  brought  to  Bed  of  a  Child,  whofe  En¬ 
trails  hanged  out  of  the  Abdomen,  And  dur  Au¬ 
thor  commits  the  fame  Fault  in  both  Places,  by 

objedting 
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objecting  his  vain  Suppofttion,  that  there  fhould  have 
been  a  mortal Effufion  of  Blood  in  the  Womb  :  Which 
is  enquiring  into  the  Manner ,  without  ftriking  at 
the  FaSt.  What  more  abfurd  ? 

I  leave  the  Reader  now,  to  compare  our  Re¬ 
marks,  and  to  fee,  whether  the  whole  Cafe  does 
not  fall  much  harder  on  Dr.  Blonde /,  than  on  his 
Adverfary  Dr.  Turner  ? 

VIII.  It  is  well,  I  have  cleared  the  Reputation 
of  Gregory  Horftms  ;  for  here  is  another  remarkable 
Story  from  him,  of  which  he  was  an  Eye-Witnefs , 
with  the  famous  Kepler ;  and  yet  the  Doctor  will 
not  believe  him  !  A  Woman  was  brought  to  bed  of 
a  Child ,  that  was  born  circumcifed ,  according  to  the 
Defcription  that  was  made  to  her  of  that  Operation , 
fame  Time  before.  I  will  anfwer  the  Doctor’s  Ob¬ 
jections  direSily. 

1.  Gregory  Horftius  taxes  the  Mother’s  Imagina¬ 
tion  upon  juft  Grounds,  fince  that  was  the  only 
apparent  Caufe  of  the  EffeCt. 

2.  Is  it  natural  ,to  think,  that  the  Woman  had 
no  fCurionty  to  know,  what  was  Circumcifion  ? 
And  is  it  reafonable,  or  charitable  to  fuppofe,  that 
fhe  did  not  liften  very  attentively  to  the  Defcription 
of  a  Religious  Ceremony,  which  is  fo  feldom  fully 
explained  ?  Surely  then  her  Imagination  was  fuffi- 
ciently  fet  to  work ! 

3.  Is  it  probable,  that  Horftius,  who  was  a  Phy- 
fician,  did  not  know  what  is  Circumcifion  ?  Or  is  it 
likely,  that  Kepler ,  a  Mathematician ,  was  credulous  ? 
I  am  afhamed  to  fay  more. 

IX.  I  am  willing  to  rejeCt  the  Evidence  of  Cor¬ 
nelius  Gemma ,  with  Scorn  and  Contempt ,  as  Dr.  Blon- 
del  demands;  but  I  am  fo  much  the  lefs  inclined 
to  approve  of  the  Objection  made  againft  the 
Truth  of  his  Report. 

A  Perfon  frighted  near  the  Time  of  her  Labour,  is 
delivered  of  a  Child,  who  dies  prefently  after ,  from  a 
Wound  in  its  Forehead .  1 
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The  Dodtor  has  fuppofed,  in  fome  other  like 
Cafes,  that  there  fhould  have  been  a  mortal  Effufion 
of  Blood  in  the  Womb.  Here  he  fuppofes,  the 
Child  did  not  bleed  in  the  Womb;  while  it  is 
{aid,  the  Mother’s  Fright  happened  juft  before  her 
Labour;  and  then  he  is  furprifed,  fuch  an  Abun¬ 
dance  of  Blood  fhouid  flow  when  the  Child  is  born ! 
What  would  the  Dadtor  have  ?  Let  the  Events  be 
never  fo  agreeable  to  his  Conceptions,  he  finds 
always  Evafions ! 

X.  The  Cafe  of  a  Scold  is  the  firfl  Inftance  pro¬ 
duced  from  a  molt  credible  Author,  Fabricius  Hil- 
danus.  But  the  Criticifm  upon  it  is  fo  humorous, 
that  I  had  rather  lofe  that  Precedent.  I  fhall  only 
cbferve,  that  the  Reafon  why  Dr.  Blondel  could 
not  meet  with  another  fuch  Story  from  Billingfgate , 
was,  that  the  Practice  of  Scolding  is  too  common 
there,  to  make  any  Impreflion. 

XI.  The  belt  Anfwer  I  can  make  to  the  Diffi¬ 
culty  p:  ‘‘ofed  by  our  Author,  relating  to  Children 
born  Epikpdcks ,  from  the  Mother’s  Fright,  is,  that 
we  have  ru  Reafon  to  imagine,  this  may  not  be 
one  '  the  Caufes,  becaufe  we  are  affured,  there 
may  be  fo  many  others  of  the  fame  Misfortune. 

But  I  would  have  you  mind,  that  Hildanns  him- 
felf  is  very  diffident  on  this  Occafion :  Verum 
nihil  certi  conflituere  conabor,  videlicet  an  imaginatio 
matfum  in  his  infantalis  fnerit  caufa  nee  ne. 

Neverthelefs  you  will  fee  that  this  fame 
Author  is  faid,  to  aflfefi  in  all  his  Letters ,  to  furnilh 
his  Friend  Horftius  with  Ammunition  in  picking  up, 
as  much  as  it  is  in  his  Power,  any  Story ,  true  or 
falfe ,  he  can  find  in  his  Way.  Let  Dr.  Blondel, 
or  his  Friends  anfwer  this  Accufation. 

XII.  The  Cafe  of  the  famous  Buchinger ,  whom 
mo  ft  People  have  feen  at  London,  and  feveral  other 
Cities  in  Europe,  would  be  very  fit  to  countenance 
the  Story  related  here  of  Thom.  Schwicker,  who  was 

borni 
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i  born  without  Arms  from  his  Mother’s  Fright. 
Sut  X  fe .1  r ,  Dr.  Plondel  would  not  believe  Puchinger 
more  than  Hildanus ,  and  therefore  I  fhali  let  him 

alone. 

Dr.  Turner  fubjoins  here  an  Inftance  within  his 
own  Knowledge,  of  a  Child  born  with  one  Hand 
only,  from  his  Mother’s  having  been  frightned  at 
the  Sight  of  a  Beggar’s  Stump-Arm.  Dn  Blondel 
|  will  not  difpute  the  Reality  of  this  Lamenefs  •,  but 
he  puts  lb  many  Queftions  to  him  afterwards,  for 
the  Certainty  of  the  Caufe ,  that  one  might  fill  a 
t  Volume  in  Folio  with  a  Dozen  fuch  Cafes,  if  they 
:  were  all  to  be  accompanied  with  fo  many  Cir- 
i  cumflances.  All  this  is  too  Perfonal  for  me  to  enter 
Unto  it.  Non  noftrum  inter  vos  tantas  componere 
lites. 

I  fhali  give  here  only  one  general  Anfwer  to  the 
iSophifms ,  with  which  our  Author  is  continually  up- 
s  braiding  us,  and  upbraids  again  here  Dr.  Turner. 

The  Sophifm  Pojl  hoc ,  ergo  propter  her ,  is  fo 
!  common  and  deceitful,  that  we  canr.t  be  too 
jinuch  on  our  Guard  againft  it.  I  fhali  not  pretend 
to  teach  every  one  the  Art.  That  \vuukl  be  loft 
i  Labour  indeed  !  Gaudeant  bene  nati ,  may  A  ;  fay 
\  here  :  But  I  will  endeavour  to  fliew,  that  it  may 
be  found  Reafoning  in  the  prefent  Subject ;  and  by 
what  Method,  or  Rules,  we  may  be  moft  lure,  ic 
is  fo. 

I  have  acknowledged,  and  I  cannot  grant  more 
I  fully,  than  I  have  done,  all  thofe  other  Caufes  fhe-* 
Tides  Imagination)  which  our  Author  rehearfes 
here  again,  of  Deformities,  Monfters,  and  Mutila- 
:  tions  in  Children.  I  propofe  therefore  only  two 
I  Rules  to  prevent  our  falling  into  Error. 

1.  cTo  be  fure*»  that  there  were  no  other  Caufes  cf 

the  Faff. 

2.  Fo  know  certainly ,  that  Imagination  had  not 
been  concerned  in  the  Bufinefs . 

‘  E  U, 
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If,  after  this,  you  will  conte ft,  I  cannot  difpute 
with  you. 

I  aik  farther  •,  Is  it  not  more  reafonable  to  at¬ 
tribute  any  Effedt,  to  a  prefent  known  Caufe ,  than 
to  any  other  that  does  not  appear  ?  If  therefore  we 
are,  allured,  and  convinced,  that  Imagination  has 
been  worked  on,  and  fet  to  work,  would  it  not  be 
direct  Madnefs ,  to  affign  the  Effedt,  rather,  to  any 
other  imaginary  Caufe,  than  to  that,  which  we  know 
of  moil  affuredly  ?  And  is  it  not  found  Reafoning , 
in  this  Cafe,  to  fay,  Poji  hoc ,  ergo  propter  hoc ? 
Q.  E.  D. 

It  would  be  to  little  Purpofe,  to  objedt  at  laft, 
that  you  do  not  underftand  how  the  Effedt  could 
be  brought  to  pafs.  I  fhall  fhew  the  Vanity  of  that 

Obj  edtion  in  another  Place. 

However,  I  agree  with  our  Author,  that  the' 
Poifon  of  the  current  Opinion  is  very  pernicious,  and 
I  wifn  with  all  my  Heart,  we  could  root  it  out  of 
the  Minds  of  molt  People ;  but  I  believe,  the 
rnoft  effectual  Means  to  prevent  this  Mi f chief., 
will  be  to  remove  the  Qccafions  of  it,  and  not  to 
deny  its  Power.  It  would  be  Madnefs  to  deny 
the  Effedts  of  natural  Poifons •,  but  it  is  Pru¬ 
dence,  to  put  them  out  of  the  Way.  Tho’  after 
all,  if  our  Author’s  Hypothecs  was  true,  there  could 
be  no  Poifon  in  the  current  Opinion. 

XIII.  Dr.  Blondel  acquaints  us,  that  he  is  come 
to  the  Place,  where  Dr.  ‘Turner  ufliers  in  his  un¬ 
deniable  Fatls ,  from  an  Author  we  have  had  Oc- 
cafion  to  mention  before,  Fabricim  Hildanus.  In 
order  to  ward  oft'  this  Blow,  Dr.  Blondel  attacks 
that  Author’s  Candour  and  Partiality  :  Fie  tells  us, 
that  Fahricius  Hildanus ,  “  out  of  Complaifance  to 
“  his  dear  Friend  (Horftius)  and  to  aid,  aflift,  and 
“  comfort  him,  in  thefe  Icholaftical  Troubles,  does 
“  afredt  in  all  his  Letters,  to  furnifh  him  with  Am- 
41  munition,  in  picking  up,  as  much  as  it  is  in  his 

“  Power, 
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Power,  any  Story,  true  or  falfe,  he  can  find  in 

his  Way." 

But,  in  oroer  to  defeat  that  Charge,  and  reftore 
that  Author  s  Ciedit,  I  will  he  flit isfied  to  remind 
you,  that  Dr.  Blonde l  himfelf  tc i is  you  before*, 
(p*  54- j  That,  jh  two  Cafes,  Dr.  ‘Turner  goes 

farther  than  Hilaanus ,  who  is  not  pojitive ,  but 
44  willing  to  leave  it  to  his  Friend  Horftius  to  de- 
44  termineT  Verum  nihil  certi  conftituere  conab  or  I 
videlicet ,  an  imaginatio  Matrum  in  his  Infantulis 
fuerit  cauja  nec  ne.  Strange  !  he  fhould  lb  foon 
forget  what  he  has  faid.  But  he  verifies  the  Latin 
Proverb :  Mendacern  oportet  ejfe  memorem.  I  fhall 
leave  the  Faffs  themfelves,  as  they  are,  and  touch 
only  here  and  there  the  Remarks  as  they  affedt  the 
main  Quarrel. 

Dr.  Blondel  afks,  What  is  become  of  Imagination , 
when  a  Woman,  after  a  Fradture  in  the  Skull,  is 
brought  to  Bed  of  two  Children  in  found  Health, 
and  no  Deformity.  I  anfwer,  that  Imagination  is 
not  affedted  in  Accidents  that  befal  their  own  Per- 
fons,  but  Senfation  only  ;  which  then  takes  up  all 
their^Thoughts  too  much,  to  let  Imagination  work. 

Here  I  muft  make  you  take  Nocice  of  a  flagrant 
Accufation,  and  a  flat  Contradidlion  to  it,  in  two 
oppofite  Pages. 

I  (hall  pafs  by  the  repeated  Mention  of  the  un¬ 
accountable  Partiality  of  Hildanus .  What  I  am  going 
to  obferve,  concerns  Horftius  only. 

Dr.  Blondel  fays  (p<  6i.),  that  Gregory  Horftius 
did  always  fwallow  very  greedily .  thofte  Stories  in  fa¬ 
vour  of  his  beloved  Syftem .  While  in  the  very  next 
Page  fronting  it  (bo)  he  tells  you,  that  horftius , 
whom  he  ( Fabr .  Hildan.)  acquaints  with  a  Cafe, 
was  not  of  his  Mind .  Magis  ad  ipfius  fanguinis  in - 
feffionem ,  qudm  ad  imaginai ionem  refpiciendum.  Poor 
unhappy  Horftius ,  to  fuffer  fo  grievoufly  for  his 
Father’s  Credulity  !  But,  now  I  am  about  it,  I  had 

E  2  heft 
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beft  go  on,  with  obferving  in  one  View,  how  unL 
jufuy  Dr.  Blondel  lays  Prejudice  and  Partiality  to  the 
Charge  of  any  Writer,  who  fpeaks  on  our  Side  of 
the  Queftion. 

Among  other  Inftances,  you  will  fee  fome,  that 
are  taken  from  Fienus^  who  has  written  ex  profejjo 
a  Treatife,  De  Viribus  Imaginationis :  And  yet 
Dr.  Blondel  appeals  to  him  for  the  Falfiry  of  thofe; 
Stories,  without  any  Commendation  of  his  Impar¬ 
tiality,  when  he  quotes  the  Words  that  fo  notably 
prove  it.  They  are  as  follow. 

i.  I  don't  believe  the  Story,  fays  Fienus  very 
roundly.  Dico  me  non  credere ,  &c.  pag.  64. 

2  .  “  Fienus  is  of  Opinion,  in  the  next  Cafe,  that 

it  was  not  the  Effedt  of  Imagination.  Cafu  &  non 
“  virtute  imaginationis.  pag.  65. 

3.  “  The  Smry  appears  filly,  and  ridiculous, 

Parian  ridiculum  videtur ,  fays  Fienus ,  of  a  thirds 

“  p:ig-  69 

4.  Cafu  labrum  fatal  illi  defuiffie,  non  vi  Ima - 
14  ginationis  ;  ’tis  by  Chance,  fays  Fienus ,  and  not 
44  by  Virtue  of  Imagination,  that  the  Child  wanted 
44  the  upper  Lip.  pag.  74. 

I  confefs,  I  had  no  great  Inclination  to  read 
Fienus ,  but,  after  fuch  Proofs  of  his  Diffidence  and 
Impartiality ,  I  believe,  I  (hall  be  tempted  to  read 
him,  the  next  time  he  falls  into  my  Hands.  With 
what  Face  then  does  Dr.  Blondel  fay,  (p.  70)  j  that 
44  the  Imaginationifts  make  a  great  Noife,  when 
44  there  is  the  leaf!  Colour  to  countenance  their  Sup* 
44  pofition  :  But  when  Imagination  is  barren,  or 
44  when  there  is  a  notable  Deformity  without  any 
64  preceding  Imagination,  then  out  of  Shame  all  is 
64  hufhed,  and  the  Fadt  is  gently  dropt,  without 
44  any  farther  Notice?  He  wifhes  (p.  19.),  that 
44  Authors  were  fo  equitable  as  to  imitate  Dr.  Birche - 
C4  redius9 s  Sincerity,  and  not  to  keep  us  in  the  Dark, 
44  as  they  affedt  to  do  ,  for  they  make  a  great 

%  “  Nolle, 
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£C  Noife,  if  they  can  fay,  never  fo  little  in  favour 
46  of  Imagination  ;  but  let  the  contrary  Cafes  be 
“  never  fo  many,  they  hold  their  Tongues,  and 
44  and  are  not  willing  to  own,  that  Deformities  are 
44  the  only  Work  of  Nature,  and  the  Confequences 
44  of  the  Laws  of  Motion,  which  God  Almighty 
46  has  eifablifhed  in  this  World.” 

But  what  does  he  complain  of,  fince  the  moft 
confiderable  Authors,  here  produced,  are  of  that 
Character  ?  Do  not  Hildanus ,  Horjiius ,  Fienus , 
every  one  of  them  fay,  I  doubt ,  I  don't  believe ,  &c.  ? 
Not  to  mention  again  Bircherodius  ;  who  fhould  be 
the  foremoft,  fince  his  Example  is  propofed.  If 
it  were  worth  while,  I  fhould  fhewon  the  Contrary, 
i  that  Dr.  Blondel  wrefts,  and  drains,  right  or  wrong, 
every  Hiftory  that  galls  him.  But  what  need  have 
I  to  do  it,  while  he  fo  manifeftly  contradifts  him- 
felf  ?  T urpe  eft  doff  or  i,  cum  culpa  redarguit  ipfum! 
I  can  now,  with  eafe,  go  through  the  remaining 
Hiftories. 

XIV.  The  Story  of  Mifs  Mufcle  is  very  unlucky 
for  Dr.  Turner.  And  the  Stories  of  the  Conjunction 
of  Children  are  leldom  fathered  on  Imagination. 
For  which  Reafon  I  give  them  up  entirely.  I  will 
not  infill:  more  on  the  Story  of  Parey9 s  Frog.  Let  me 
make  only  one  Remark  of  general  ufe.  T.  his  Ex¬ 
ample  mu  ft  force  us  to  truft  nothing  at  Second¬ 
hand,  but  to  go  dire£t!y  to  the  Principals,  to  the 
Spring,  to  the  Original.  Since  Amir.  Parey  gave  no 
particular  Defcription  of  his  Frog;  bur,  after 
Death,  other  People  have  been  io  officious,  as  to 
add  the  Picture*  of  a  Child  with  a  Fioga  eat,  to 
the  laft  Edition  of  his  Works.  I  hope,  you  will 

not  fay  this  is  a  partial  Remark. 

XV.  Here  I  will  obferve,  that,  if  Dr.  Turner 

was  to  be  credited,  the  Inftance  he  brings  in,  which 

he  hath  feen  hirafelf,  of  an  Infant  born  with  ayiejhy, 

or  rather  cartilaginous  Excrefcence ,  was  \cvy  ’t  to 

countenance 
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countenance  the  Story  of  Mifs  Mufcle ,  as  to  the 
Pr  oduciion  of  the  Monfter ;  though  not  with  Re* 
fpect  to  its  living  fo  long.  Give  me  leave  to  fay 
only,  after  his  Example,  in  order  to  countenance 
the  Story  of  the  Ap  e  { p.  71.)  that  I  have  feen,  and 
ma  y  other  Witneffes  beiides,  at  a  noted  Coffee* 
Houfe  in  Town,  a  Man,  whofe  Looks  and  Face, 
were  perfectly  like  a  Monkey9 s.  But  I  never  thought 
to  aft  him,  whether  this  Rejemblance  proceeded 
from  his  Mother’s  Imagination  ;  becaufe  I  little  ex¬ 
pected  ever  to  have  Occasion  of  mentioning  him. 
Alas  !  I  am  ferry,  I  have  been  fo  negligent  !  ' 

XVI.  I  left  the  Hiftory  of  the  Lizard  alone,  out 
of  the  Panegyrick  of  Fienus ,  becaufe  I  would  have 
it  to  be  confidered  apart.  Here  you  fee,  that 
worthy  Author  refufes  to  believe  the  report  of  his 
grave  and  truly  Friend  !  Fie  gives  his  Reafons  for 
his  Difbelief.  And,  in  the  preceeding  Story  of  the 
Ape*  he  tells  you  barely,  it  was  fuppofed ,  the  Mo¬ 
ther,  when  big  with  Child ,  was^  &c.  What  Credit 
then  is  not  due  to  thole  Stories  he  any  where  at¬ 
tends,  fince  he  is  fo  fcrupuloufly  cautious  upon  every 
Occafion  ?  I  leave  this  to  your  ferious  Confidera- 
tion.  If  Dr.  Blondel  did  not  positively  give  him- 
felf,  at  the  End  of  his  Treatife  for  the  firft  Au¬ 
thor  who  has  ever  writ  on  this  Side  the  Queftion,  I 
fhould  have  fufpedted  Fienus  was  the  Man  ;  as  I 
have  not  yet  read  his  Book. 

I  wife  I  had  Dr.  Turner  s  Book  by  me,  to  fee 
whether  his  Words  are  fairly  quoted  here;  I  fuf- 
pect  Dr.  Blondel  has  mi  (took  a  Reafoning  for  a 
Fa<x  If  I  fee  a  Woman  frighted ,  may  perhaps 
Dr.  Turner  have  laid,  and  afterwards  I  fee  an  Ef¬ 
fect  correfponding  to  the  Caufe ,  I  judge,  I  believe, 
&c.  That  would  be  good  Reafon,  but  I  leave  this 
for  a  Conjecture  only  in  behalf  of  Dr.  Turner . 

XVII.  I  am  concerned  for  Dr.  Blondel9 s  Sake, 
to  read  the  Difficulties,  and  Objections  he  fetches, 

with 
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I  with  fo  much  Pains,  and  Winding,  againft  a  Fact, 
related  by  Dr.  Cyprianus ,  of  the  Wound  in  the  Breaft  / 
Is  it  not  mere  Cavilling,  and  nothing  elfe  ? 

XVIII.  The  three  laft  Inftances  I  readily  give 
;  up.  I  muft  only  take  Dr.  Turner' s  Part,  for  iome 
1  Things  he  has  advanced  in  the  Cafe  of  the  Irifh 
\  Officer ,  who  is  fuppofed  to  have  abided  Mr.  Beyle’s, 
Credulity.  That  Officer  pretended  that  his  Hair 
had  changed  Colour  fuddenly,  by  a  Fright.  This 
!  Affair  has  no  Reference  to  the  Effedls  of  the  Mo- 
i  therk  Imagination  on  the  Foetus ,  but  of  Imagina- 
.  tion  in  general  •,  and,  in  that  Light,  I  do  not  fee, 
i  but  a  good  Argument  might  be  made  of  it.  The 
common  Effects  of  Imagination  in  the  Hypochondriacs 
i  are  fo  furprizing,  and  notorious,  that  we  have  no 
need  to  be  aftonifhed  at  thofe  or  a  Mother’s.  At 
leaft,  our  not  underftanding  them,  is  no  Objedlion 
againft  the  Faff. 

Do  we  underftand  better,  how  a  Man  can  think 
himfelf  Glafs,  an  Earthen  Pot ,  or  a  Dead  Corps  % 
than  how  a  Mother’s  Imagination  can  work  oh  her 
;  Womb  ?  If  we  underftand  not  the  one,  how  can  it 


i  be  an  Argument  againft  the  other,  that  we  under¬ 
ftand  it  not  neither  ?  And  this,  i  think,  is  not  an 
Argument,  a  minori  ad  majus  ;  but  Parity  of  Rea- 
fon  ;  a  Jtmili  ad  fimile ,  or,  if  you  had  rather,  a  pa- 
ribus ,  or  fimilibus. 

I  will  not  maintain,  that  Mr.  Boyle  was  not  im- 
pol'ed  on,  in  this  particular  Inftance  •,  but  1  thimc, 
there  are  lome  others  parallel  to  it,  of  fuch  good 
Credit,  that  I  fee  nothing  incredible  in  the  tiling 
itfelf.  To  fay  nothing  of  the  Effects  of  tne  /  ajic.is 

in  general,  who  knows  not  what  bear 

But  why  will  not  Dr.  Blonde /  allow  ius  Adver- 
fary  the  Liberty  of  reafoning,  as  well  as  himfelf  ? 

Dr.  Turner  afks,  why  this  Alteration  could  not 
happen  injiantly  upon  an  extraordinary  CccanoL .  t 
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The  Queftion  is  not  abfurd.  An  extraordinary  ^ 
Caufe  may  have  an  extraordinary  EffeCt. 

Dr.  'Turner  tells  you,  by  what  Accident  he  hadt 
an  excellent  Opportunity  of  feeing  Hairs  ftandingt 
on  End.  He  reafons  on  the  Faft,  and  fays,  pof— 
ftbly ,  if  the  Caufe  (a  Fright)  had  continued  longer,. 
the  Colour  alfo  of  the  Hair  might  have  changed,  ass 
well  as  the  Pojition.  Is  it  not  a  rational  Conjedture,. 
and  what  harm  does  Dr.  Turner ,  by  endeavouring 
to  account  for  an  Effect,  in  the  mod  probable: 
Manner  he  can  think  of  ? 

Dr.  Blondel  corrects  Dr.  Turner ,  for  faying,  that:: 
the  Hairs  handing  on  End  preceeded  from  the  fud- 
den  Conjtri diion  of  the  Pores  becaufe  he  would  have 
it  to  proceed  from  a  ftrong  and  convulfive  Contrac¬ 
tion  of  the  mufcular  Fibres  of  the  hairy  Scalp. 
But  is  it  not  plain,  they  mean  the  fame  Thing,  and 
differ  only  in  the  Expreffion  ?  A  Contraction  of  the 
Fibi  -es,  and  a  Conftridtion  of  the  Pores  are  muchi 
the  fame  ;  and  who  does  not  fee  this  was  convulfive ? 
"What  a  BufUe  about  nothing  ! 

To  conclude  this  Examination  of  Dr.  Turner’s 
twelfth  Chapter  ;  I  fubmit,  in  my  turn,  to  impar¬ 
tial  Judges,  what  Value  is  to  be  put  on  Dr.  Blondel’ $ 
Objections. 


C  II  A  P.  VI. 

FT’'5.  H  E  fhort  Hint  we  have  in  Scripture  con- 
_|_  cerning  this  Matter,  is,  what  I  urged  againft 
the  Divines.  One  of  them  (and  I  believe  the  molt 
learned)  feem’d  not  to  have  read  Dr.  Blondel’ s  Com¬ 
ment  on  that  Pafifage  fo  that  he  was  ftruck  dumb ; 
and  the  reft  of  the  Company  applauded  me,  for 
having  defeated  him  with  his  own  Weapons.  I 
can  allure  you,  I  am  not  in  the  leaft  proud  of  this 
Victory.  For,  as  I  propofed  that  Argument  in  the 
vulgar  Sen  ft,  fo  I  am  lenfible,  I  may  have  been 

miftaken. 
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miftaken.  But  I  was  reduced  to  the  lad  Extremity : 
and  publifh  that  Particular,  only  becaufe  I  think 
it  may  (land  me  the  dead  of  an  Apology,  for  at¬ 
tempting  to  vie  with  Dr.  Blondel  in  the  Inter¬ 
pretation  of  Scripture.  Neither  was  this  Introduc¬ 
tion  quite  unneceflary  to  what  I  am  going  to  fay. 

Dr,  Blondel  excufes  himfelf  very  handfomly,  for 
meddling  with  a  Bufinefs  out  of  his  Province.  I 
fhall  add  only  further,  in  my  own  Defence,  that 
I  attack  him  as  a  Phyjician  againft  a  Pbyjtcian  •, 
fubmitting  the  Decifion  to  whom  it  may  belong, 

I  mull  confel's  be  (ides,  to  his  Praife,  that  I  am  not 
fo  well  qualified  for  the  Attempt,  as  he  was  •,  fince 
I  cannot  infill:  on  the  original  Text.  But,  how¬ 
ever  I  have  a  Right  to  plead,  according  to  the  belt  of 
my  Knowledge,  and  that  is  all  I  fhall  pretend  to.  Ja* 
cob’s  Policy  in  placing  the  Rods  of  a  certain  Colour  be¬ 
fore  the  Cattle,  is  the  Argument  robe  confidered. 

|  Gen.  xxx.  38,  39.  “  And  he  fet  the  Rods,  which 
“  he  had  pilled,  before  the  Flocks  in  the  Gutters 
“  in  the  Water-troughs,  when  the  Flocks  came  to 
“  drinkj  that  they  fhould  conceive,  when  they 
“  came  to  drink. 

“  And  the  Flocks  conceived  before  the  Rod?, 
“  and  brought  forth  Cattle  ring-ftraked,  fpeckled, 
“  and  fpotted.” 

Nothing  more  plain,  than  the  common  Senfe  of 
thefe  Words,  and  the  Defign  of  Jacob.  One  would 
think  it  fhould  not  be  poffible  to  interpret  them 
differently  !  But  what  cannot  be  done  to  ferve  a 
i  Purpofe  ? 

1.  Dr.  Blondel  fays,  we  have  no  Books  to  inform 
us  of  the  current  Opinion  of  that  time,  in  order  to 
know  whether  Jacob  ufed  this  Artifice,  with  the 
Motive  we  think  he  did. 

Anfw.  What  then  ?  Suppofe  Jacob  was  the  fir  ft 
Man,  who  put  this  in  practice  ;  is  it  not  likely,  he 
bad  it  from  Divine  Revelation  ?  And  fo,  moft  pro- 
V  •  F  bably. 
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bably,  this  has  given  rile  to  the  current  Opinion- 
fince.  What  would  it  fignify  therefore  to  know  more?! 

To  fay,  with  Dr.  Blonde l ,  that  the  Rods  were  of 
JacobV  own  Invention ,  without  any  Encouragement 
from  above ,  is  contrary  to  Appearance,  and  fupported 
by  no  Authority.  Far  from  that,  this  is  one  of 
thofe  Inventions,  which  could  not  be  Man’s,  but 
God’s  ;  *  asfhould  be  acknowledged  by  a  little  Con* 
fideration. 

2.  That  an  extraordinary  Providence  did  alfo  in¬ 
ter  fofe  on  that  Occafion,  is  moft  certain  :  But  thence 
we  have  no  Reafon  to  infer,  that  this  Divine  Ad* 
vice  was  not  grounded  on  an  ordinary  Law  of  Na*. 
ture,  which  had  not  been  difcovered,  nor  revealed: 
before. 

3.  The  Perplexities  of  Style,  which  our  Author 
takes  notice  of,  in  the  common  Tranflation,  are- 
very  infignificant,  and  might  eafily  be  accounted 
for  by  the  Art  of  Criticifm  •,  if  even  common  Senfe: 
was  not  fufficient  to  extricate  them.  Who  is  there: 
can  imagine,  that  Prinking  was  the  Caufe  of  Con¬ 
ception  ?  or  that  the  Ewes  did  conceive,  before  the? 
Rams  had  leaped  upon  them  ? 

4.  The  nice  Scrutiny  of  the,  Hebrew  Word  is  too: 
quaint  for  the  Occafion.  Who  doubts,  but  the> 
Ewes  rutted  before  they  were  covered,  and  con¬ 
ceived  ?  Do  we  want  Hebrew  to  know  that  ? 

5.  The  Dodtor’s  own  Tranflation  is  as  bad  as  the: 
common  :  The  Flocks  grew  hot  by  the  Rods.  Who: 
would  not  think,  that  the  Rods  made  the  Flocks  to 
grow  hot  ? 

6.  Jacob's,  Dream  was  nothing  but  a  Revelation, 
or  Vifion  of  the  Accomplifhment  of  God’s  Pro- 
mife  ;  and  there  is  no  fuch  extraordinary  Emphqfis , 
nor  mighty  Strefs  to  be  laid  on  the  Declaration, 
that  all  the  Rams  which  leaped  upon  the  Cat  tie ,  were 


*■  Quippe  etiam  in  repertis, 
dixerim)  Dp: us.  Plin.  Lib.  2 


alias  invenit  cafus,  alias  (ut  vere 
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ring-ftraked.  This  does  not  contradift  the  Ufeful- 
nefs  of  the  pined  Rods.  Jacob  knew  very  well 
before,  that  the  Colour  of  the  Lambs  depended  on 
the  Colour  or  the  leaping  Rams  ;  but  he  did  not 
know  that  the  pilled  Rods  could  promote  the  fame 
Effed;  wherefore  the  Reprefentation  of  the  Ring- 
ftraked  Rams  to  him,  denoted  only  more  certainly 
the  Accomplilhment.  And,  as  Dr.  Blonde l  obferves 
:very  right,  we  have  the  History  here  of  ft 'even  Tears 
in  a  few  Words ,  the  Whole  may  be  reconciled  much 
iin  this  manner  :  The  Increafe  of  Jacobs  Stock  was 
brought  about  by  Degrees ,  as  the  Dodor  fays  again  ; 
at  firft,  for  want  of  fpeckled  Rams,  the  pilled  Rods 
Iwere  ufed  to  fupply  that  Defeat:  Afterwards,  when 
jthat  End  was  anfwered,  and  fome  coloured  Lambs 
were  produced  by  Degrees,  the  fpeckled  Cattle 
abounded  more  and  more;  ’till  all  came  to  be 
:  Ring-ftraked.  This  is  a  very  natural  Account  with¬ 
out  any  Difficulty. 

;  7.  The  Dodor,  notwithftanding  his  Interpreta¬ 

tion,  is  very  much  puzzled  to  find  out  fomeUfe  for 
the  pilled  Rods;  which  makes  him  fay,  that  they 
were  very  proper  to  familiarife  them  with  the  fpeckled 
. Colour .  But  does  he  not  really  joke  ?  as  ir  the 
[potted ,  or  plain ,  were  not  equally  welcome  and  fa- 
jmiliar  to  the  poor  Creatures  ?  After  all,  he  is  forced 
to  Lay  much  the  fame  Thing  with  us.  F  or  he  owns, 
that  the  Ewes,  being  ufed  to  drink  in  Sight  oj ^  the 
Rods ,  were  eagerly  moved  at  the  appearance  oj  an 
ObjeSl  of  the  fame  Colour .  I  agree,  they  were  eagerly 
moved ,  that  is,  their  Fancy  was  fcrucK  ;  but  I  can¬ 
not  allow  the  Confequence,  that  therefore  they 
were  prompted  to  run  towards  the  Jptckied  Ram 
rather  than  to  the  others .  For,  as  I  have  juit  lain, 
the  fpeckled i  or  the  white ,  were  very  indifferent  to 
them.  Beficies,  it  is  contrary  to  the  Modeity  o 
thofe  innocent  Creatures,  to  fuppofe,  that  they  ian 
towards  the  Rams :  But  I  own,  1  am  not  yet  enoug  1 

F  2  ao 
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acquainted  with  their  Natural  Hiftory,  to  be  vem 
politive,  as  to  that  Point. 

Another  Ufe  the  Dodtor  would  affign  to  thefe 

Rods,  is,  an  aftringent  Quality  to  ftrengtnen  the 
Womb,  and  ■prevent  the  Ewes  from  cafting  their 
young.  But  he  contradicts  this  Ufe,  by  fuppofing, 
that,  when  the  Cattle  were  languid ,  (or  weak); 
Jacob  did  not  put  the  Rods  into  the  Waters :  That  is, 
juft  when  it  was  moft  neceffary  for  them.  The 
ftreng  ones,  I  prefume,  could  not  want  that  Me- 
decine. 

9.  Our  Author  ftarts  a  Difficulty,  which  is  a- 
gam  ft  himfelf,  and  lies  at  his  own  Door :  Whence 
came  thefe  fpeckled  Rams ,  were  not  all  thofe  of  that 
Colour  in  the  Cujlody  of  Laban’ j  Sons  ? 

The  Difficulty  is  indeed  unanfwerable  in  the 
Doctor’s  Syftem,  and  is  removed  only  by  ours. 
For,  if  the  fpeckled  Rams  that  were  wanting,  did 
not  all  come  from  Laban1  s  Flock,  they  rnuft  come 
from  the  Breed  of  thofe  Ewes,  which  had  received 
the  Impreffion  of  the  pilled  Rods.  Neither  does 
this  Objection  feem  to  give  the  Lie  to  the  Angel ; 
becaufe  his  Declaration  was  prophetical,  and  in  a 
Dream  •,  not  of  Matter  of  Fadt,  but  of  Things  to 
come:  See  all  the  Rams  which  leap  are  fpeckled ! 
And  the  Fadt  is  certain,  that  Jacob  was  not  pro¬ 
vided  with  fpeckled  Rams  enough  ;  becaufe  other- 
wife  he  would  have  had  no  need  for  the  pilled  Rods. 
The  DoCtor  objedts  againft  us,  that  the  Angel  does 
not  fay.  The  Lambs  which  are  to  be  brought  forth  ; 
but  the  Rams  which  leap  :  But  he  does  not  confider, 
that  this  is  the  true  Prophetical  Style,  to  ufe  the 
prefent  Tenfe  for  the  future. 

The  fadt  may  be  thus  eafiiy  accounted  for.  By 
the  Treaty  of  Partition  all  the  fpeckled ,  or  ring- 
ft  raked  were  to  be  Jacob's.  But  the  Sons  of  Laban 
had  cheated  Jacob.  And  this,  probably,  might  be 
the  Reafon,  why  God  indicated  to  him  a  new 

Means, 
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Means,  unknown  before,  to  compafs  his  End,  and 
i to  confer  the  promifed  Bleffing  upon  him. 

Again  .  all  the  Ranis  which  leaped  then,  were 
Jpeckted ,  as  the  Doctor  irui{f$  on,  the  Angel  told 
Jacob  nothing,  but  what  he  knew  before,  or  could 
fee  with  his  own  Eyes,  and  did  not  want  to  be  told 
[  in  a  Dream.  But,  as  the  Angel  fpoke  in  a  Villon, 
prophetically,  there  was  no  Lie  on*his  Part ;  neither 
did  he  equivocate ,  or  invite  the  Patriarch  to  gaze 
upon  an  Ens  rationis  ;  fince  it  was  a  Thing  to  come 
to  pafs.  In  a  Word,  take  it  which  way  you  will, 
the  Dobtor  is  under  a  fad  Dilemma. 

1 

According  to  the  firft  Suppofition,  that  all  were 
fpeckled ,  there  was  no  Revelation,  and  the  Vifion 
was  to  no  Purpofe  :  According  to  the  fecond,  that 
the  Angel’s  Speech  was  prophetical ,  the  Revelation 
was  real,  and  the  Vifion  comfortable.  Let  the 
Dodlor  now  lhift  for  himfelf ;  I  will  not  chule  for 
him. 

I  cannot  tell,  whether  Dr.  Blondel' s  Friends  will 
laugh  at  my  Interpretation ;  but,  if  they  fhouid, 
I  can  allure  them,  they  are  heartily  welcome ;  and 
I  fhall  bid  them,  as  Dr.  Blondel  aid  his  Opponents, 
Laugh  again.  Ride  ji  fapis.  I  am  much  of  his 
Humour  ;  and  I  believe  we  fhouid  agree  very  well, 
if  he  was  alive.  Our  Books  might  quarrel ,  as  he 
fays  to  Dr.  T urner,  but  the  Authors  would  be  Friends. 

Fie  makes  a  fair  Propofal  at  laft,  which  is  truly 
philofophical,  and  ferious:  He  bids  Dr.  durner  try  the 
Experiment  himfelf,  and  fee,  whether  by  any  Ar¬ 
tifice  whatfoever,  he  can  get  a  Breed  of  Cattle, 
coloured  according  to  his  Expectation ;  *  and  he 
promifes  to  own  himfelf  in  the  Wrong ,  it  the  Succefs 
anfwers.  I  accept  the  Challenge  upon  the  lame 
Terms.  I  promiie  to  try  the 'Experiment  on  the 


N  B.  Dr.  Blonde!  would  be  taken  at  his  Word,  if  he 
alive  See  my  Addreis  to  Uie  Ladies. 
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firft  Opportunity  *,  and,  if  it  does  not  fucceed,  I  am 
ready  to  own  Dr.  Biondel  in  the  Right.  1 

10.  Will  you  not  be  furprifed  now,  if  I  fliould, 
in  my  turn,  offer  to  your  Confideration,  two  great 
Difficulties,  which  the  Doftor  has  not  been  aware 
of,  or  he  would  have  taken  particular  Notice  of 
them  ?  The  fir  ft  of  them  would  have  been  to  his 
own  Advantage. 

The  if.  He  might  have  obje&ed,  that  Brute 
Beafts  have  no  Imagination  ;  that  the  Impreffion  of 
outward  Objects  on  them  is  purely  mechanical ;  and 
confequently,  that  the  pilled  Rods  could  not  have 
the  Effedt  on  the  Cattle  that  we  imagine.  This 
would  have  ftruck  at  the  Root  at  once,  and  had 
been  better  than  to  elude  the  Force  of  a  plain  Text 
by  his  forced  Interpretation.  You  may  fay  perhaps, 
this  was  only  a  romantick  Conceit  of  the  French 
Philofopher,  of  no  Weight  againft  Scripture.  But 
it  was,  what  he  and  his  Followers  have  fupported 
by  Scripture:  The  Soul  of  the  Beafi  is  in  its  Blood , 
He  might  then  have  oppofed  Scripture  to  Scripture, 
or  rather  reconciled  Scripture,  if  he  pleafed.  Which 
do  you  now  chufe  ?  Confute  Defcartes  by  the  Hif- 
tory  of  the  pilled  Rods  ?  Or  deftroy  the  Hiftory  of 
the  pilled  Rods  by  the  Philofophy  of  Defcartes  ? 
What  room  for  Difpute,  if  I  was  in  the  Humour 
of  it !  But  I  am  too  much  engaged  againft  my  In¬ 
clination  in  the  prefent  Difpute,  to  run  into  un- 
neceffary  Digreffions.  What  excellent  Argument 
in  the  Dodtor’s  Hands,  if  he  had  handled  it !  But 
we  muft  fuppofe  he  was  no  Cartefian ,  and  would 
not  call  in  to  his  Affiftance  fuch  Arts :  He  would 
not  betray  his  Ccnfcience  to  defend  hisCaufe! 

2.  The  next  Difficulty  is  againft  that  probable 
Maxim,  that  the  Colour  of  the  leaping  Rams  was 
the  Caufa  ■proxima ,  or  efficient  Caul'e  of  the  Colour 
off  the  Lambs.  i  1 

That 
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That  it  was  natural  for  the  Breed  to  partake  of 
the  Colour  of  the  Males ,  is  what  the  Doftor  could 
affirm  very  rationally:  But  he  had  no  Authority 
to  allure  foon  after,  that  the  Angel  told  Jacob,  that 
the  Increafe  of  his  Cattle  did  depend  on  the  fpeck- 
kd  Rams  covering  the  Ewes.  This  Obfervation 
is  not  fo  certain  as  he  imagines;  neither  is  it  eafy  to 
be  reconciled  with  the  Teftimony  of  the  Antients. 
Virgil  has  no  Regard  to  the  Colour  of  the  Woo!, 
but  orders  you  only,  to  keep  off  from  the  Cattle, 
every  Ram,  that  has  any  Blacknefs  under  the 
Tongue  (although  the  Ram  fhould  be  white  him- 
felf)  leaft  that  fhould  communicate  blackifh  Spots 
to  the  Wool  of  the  Breed. 


Ilium  autem ,  quamvis  aries  fit  candidus  ipfe , 

Nigra  fubeft  udo  tantum  cui  lingua  palatoy 
Rejice ,  ne  maculis  infufcet  vellera  pullis 
Naf centum.  Georg.  III.  387. 

And  Pliny  informs  us  more  diredly,  That  the 
chief  Part  to  be  regarded  in  a  Ram,  is  the  Mouth : 
Becaufe  the  Fleece  of  the  Lambs  is  ufed  to  corref- 
pond  in  Colour  with  the  different  Colours  of  the 
Veins  underneath  his  Tongue.  Arietum  maxime 
fpedtantur  Ora  :  quia  cujus  colons  fib  lingua  habuere 
venas ,  ejus  &  lanicium  eft  in  fcetu ,  variumque ,  ft 
plures  fuere.  Lib.  viii.  47. 

What  ihall  we  fay  to  this  P  W  hat  Reference  is 
there  between  the  Tongue  and  the  Fleece  ?  How 
comes  Nature  to  act  fo  unaccountably,  and  fo  irre¬ 
gularly  ?  Should  not  her  Marks  fall  in  the  right 
Place  ?  Or,  if  any  thing  tranfports  them,  what  elfe 
can  it  be,  but Imagin ation  ?  The Dodor  is  wont 
to  rejoice,  and  banter  beyond  Meafure,  whenever 
Imagination  does  not  hit  right ;  '  if  a  Mark,  a  Spot, 


* 


Thus,  pag.  60.  Why  is  the  Child  run  through  the  Head, 

2nd  siot  through  the  Abdosnen  or  ’[borax  ?  . 

And  againf  pag.  76.  Does  thts  feem  to  quadrate  or  tally  with 

t he  Mother's  Fancy  ?  ,*T  , 

a  Wound, 
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a  Wound,  does  not  anfwer  exadlly,  and  follow  From 
Place  to  Place,  and  correfpond  with  the  Prototype. 
But  what  would  he  have  faid  to  Nature  ?  How 
comes  her  Orders  are  not  followed  ?  And  how 
would  he  have  adjufted  his  Syftem  with  this  Phe¬ 
nomenon  ? 

But  to  be  ferious :  Here  is  room  for  feveral  cu¬ 
rious  Queftions.  It  would  be  worth  inquiring  of 
the  Shepherds,  how  the  Sheep  perform  their  Court- 
fhip  ?  v.  g. 

1 .  Whether  they  accoft  one  another,  to  mouth, 
or  bill  as  Birds  do  ? 

2.  Whether  the  Ram,  on  his  Approach,  does 
not  bleat,  in  a  particular  Manner ;  and,  opening 
his  Mouth,  fhew  his  Tongue  ? 

3.  Whether  the  Ewe  does  not  wait  for  this  Sig¬ 
nal  ?  Whether  fhe  does  not  look  attentively  at  it  ? 
And  whether,  ftruck  at  the  ltrange  Sight,  her 
teeming  Imagination  does  not  convey  the  Likenefs 
of  thofe  Spots  to  the  Fleece  of  her  Young  ? 

4.  Or  might  not  this  Blacknefs  of  the  Tongue 
be  a  Difeafe  ?  v.  g.  Swoln  Veins  ?  A  vicious  affec¬ 
tion  of  the  Ranine,  &c.  ? 

5.  In  this  Cafe,  whether  it  would  not  be  ftill 
more  difficult  to  account  in  Dr.  Blondel’s  Syftem, 
than  in  the  Syftem  of  Imagination,  why  the  fame 
Part  is  not  affected  in  the  Offspring  ? 

6.  If  it  befnot  a  Difeafe,  what  peculiar  Appea¬ 
rance,  or  Dilpofition  is  it  ? 

7 thly,  and  lajily ,  It  would  be  neceffary  to  know, 
whether  our  Sheep  ever  vary  much  in  Colour  5  and 
whether  the  Colour  of  the  Wool  is  propagated  to 
the  Breed,  from  the  Male,  and  Female  Parents, 
indifferently  ? 

There  are  few  conftant  Obfervations  of  the  An- 
tients,  but  we  find  fome  Traces  of  them  among 
Country-people.  And  there  are  fo  many  Inftances, 
as  well  of  the  Likenefs  of  Style,  as  of  the  Agree¬ 
ment 
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mcnt  of  filings,  betwixt  the  Sacred  and  Prophane 
Records  of  Antiquity,  that  I  cannot  help  thinking, 
it  may  be  poll! ole,  to  find  out  among  the  reft, 
ibme  Traces  of  Jacob* %  Artifice  %  though  Dr.  Blon- 
dd^ allures  fo  pofittveiy,  That  we  have  no  Books  to 
inform  us  of  the  current  Opinion  of  his  Time,  If  he 
had  confidered  what  Regard  was  paid  to  Nurfes  in 
thofe  Days!  and  what  particular  Mention  is  made 
of  them  by  Mofes  and  Homer!  he  might  probably 
have  fuggefted,  that  Leah's  and  Rachel's  Nurfes,  or  , 
Hand- maids  had  put  that  Stratagem  into  Jacob's 
Head.  Be  that  as  it  will,  the  Reafon  why  it  is  no 
more  put  in  Practice  at  prefect,  I  believe  is,  that 
we  feek  only  for  white  Wool.  And  this  I  take 
from  Virgil,  who  advifes  the  Choice  of  white 
Flocks : 

Continuoque  greges  villis  lege  mollibus  altos* 

Whether  our  Manufacturers  can  do  nothing  with 
the  other  Kinds,  is  another  Thing  to  be  inquired 
into  ?  But  I  am  fo  deftitute  of  Books,  and  of  all  other 
Means  of  Information,  at  prefent,  that  I  mu  ft  leave 
the  Profecution  of  thefe  Inquiries  to  fome  more  ia- 
vourable  Opportunity.  In  the  mean  while  I  hope* 
however,  I  have  faid  enough  to  vindicate  the  Ar¬ 
gument  taken  from  Scripture,  and  to  overthrow 
Dr*  Blondel9 s  wrong  Conftrudlions  of  it. 

At  the  End  of  this  Chapter  is  a  Conclusion, 
relating  to  Experience,  which  I  cannot  pals  by 

without  fame  Reflections. 

The  Author  recapitulates,  for  Perfpicuity  4Sake$ 
the  feveral  Propofitions  hfe  has  hitherto  maintained  ; 
but  I  defire  the  Reader  to  recapitulate  afto  my  An- 
fwers  to  them,  and  not  to  draw  his  Conclufions  too 

haftily.  . 

i.  Pie  defires  the  Readers  to  remember,  that  the 

Imaginationifis  never  had  any  fettled  I  rinoples, 

But  I  have  cbferved  in  his  Preface,  what  a  trifling 

G  .  Objection 
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Objedion  that  is  •,  and  I  have  declared  afterwards, 
that  I  would  not  trouble  my  Head  with  what  others 
have  thought,  but  flick  dole  to  the  Subjed  in  dis¬ 
pute  between  us  ;  which,  I  think,  is  plainly  ftated, 
and  fixt  enough. 

2.  He  repeats,  that  Imagination  is  often  barren, 
I  have  promifed  to  anfwer  that  Objection  :  But  it 
will  be  neceflary  for  that  Purpofe,  to  examine  the 
Nature  and  Actions  of  Imagination,  in  an  abftraded 
View,  which  I  muft  defer  for  fome  other  Time.  I 
(hall  only  fay,  that  it  could  not  be  always  fruitful 
and  adive,  uniefs  it  was  Omnipotent ;  and  befldes, 
to  folve  this  Difficulty,  we  need  only  confider  the 
different  Strengths,  Capacities,  and  Weaknefles  of 
Imagination.  Which,  I  fear,  would  require  a  longer 
Detail  than  would  fuit  the  prefent  Occafion. 

3.  He  recolleds,  that  feveral  Marks,  £sV.  hap¬ 
pen  without  any  previous  Imagination,  and  confe- 
quently  that  they  muft  proceed  from  another  Caufe, 
1  have  agreed  to  that,  and  I  anfwer  further, 
what  does  that  fignify,  if  we  can  but  prove,  that 
Imagination  is  the  Caufe  of  fome  ? 

4.  I  have  fhown,  that  our  Author  is  too  partial, 
too  ludicrous,  or  too  fevere,  in  the  Judgment  he 
gives  on  the  Teftimonies  produced  by  Dr.  Turner ; 
and  I  hope  the  Reader  will  be  fo  equitable  as  not 
to  determine  a  Matter  of  fuch  Confequence  in  his 
favour,  uniefs  he  had  given  a  Demonftration  that 
no  true  Teftimony  could  be  produced. 

5.  .Let  the  Odds  againft  Imagination  be  never 
fo  great,  I  little  care ;  ft  tree  our  Bufinefs  is  to  in¬ 
quire  only  into  the  Certainty  of  the  Fads,  and  not 
to  balance  their  Numbers.  And  I  readily  allow, 
the  Falfe  may  be  more  numerous  than  the  True. 

C  II  A  P.  VII. 

(A  U  R  Author  appeals  next  to  Reason;  but 
I  cannot  tell,  whether  any  Thing  can  be  more 

unreafonable? 
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unreafonahle  ?  Becaufe  Reafon  claims  no  Jurifdic- 
tion  in  this  Affair,  and  can  brine;  no  Adion  againft 
Matters  of  Fad. 

But,  fince  he  will  appeal  to  that  Tribunal,  I 
would  fain  know,  whether  it  is  not  more  reafonable 
to  believe,  there  may  be  fome  Truth  in  a  Fad, 
grounded  on  fo  many  Reports,  than  that  there  is 
none  at  all  ?  To  fay  the  Truth,  Reason  is  neither 
for  it  nor  againft  it.  It  will  be  Reafon  to  believe  it, 
if  it  is ;  and  it  will  be  Reafon  to  believe  it  not,  if 
it  is  not.  However,  I  fhall  follow  his  Reafoning 
as  clofe  as  I  can  ;  and  I  believe,  I  need  not  fpend 
fo  many  Words  in  refuting,  as  he  has  done  in  en¬ 
deavouring  to  prove. 

1.  He  tells  us,  he  will  fhew,  both  by  Reafon 
and  Anatomy,  that  Children  cannot  be  marked  by 
Virtue  of  the  Mother’s  Fancy  •,  i.  e.  That  it  is  not 
pojfible.  But  does  he  know  all  that  is  pojfible  ?  And 
are  there  not  many  true  Facts,  which  appear  im- 
poffible,  both  to  Reafon  and  Anatomy  ?  If  he  could 
fhew,  that  it  was  contradictory  in  itfelf,  either  by 
Reafon  or  Anatomy,  he  might  be  in  the  Right; 
but  otherwife  he  muft  wait,  ’till  he  knows  exadly 
the  Bounds  of  Pojfible  and  Impojfiible. 

2.  He  begins  by  enumerating  feveral  Fundions 
in  Animal  QEconomy,  that  are  not  under  the  Power 
of  the  Will ;  That  a  Woman  cannot  conceive ,  or  pre¬ 
vent  Conception ,  at  Pleafure  ;  that  her  Child  grows , 
whether  Jhe  wills ,  or  wills  not ,  &c.  W  nich  is  all 
one  as  to  argue,  becaufe  every  Thing  is  not  in  our 
Power,  that  nothing  is.  Befides  it  is  arguing  upon 
Supposition,  and  upon  P etitio principii.  I  he  Effeds 
of  Imagination  are  not  voluntary,  they  are  as  ne- 
ceffary  as  thofe  which  proceed  from  other  natural 
Fundions.  Imagination  and  the  Will  are  two  dif¬ 
ferent  Faculties,  and  their  Provinces  entirely  diftind. 
And  it  is  as  reafonable  to  fay,  a  Thing  is  not  done  by 
Imagination,  becaufe  it  is  not  done  by  the  Will ;  as  to 
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fay,  we  cannot  will,  becaufe  we  cannot  underfland. 

If  Refemblance  of  Features  is  under  the  Influence  of 
'Imagination,  it  is  begging  the  Queftion,  to  fay,  That 
it  is  out  of  the  Mother’s  Power  to  give  it.  In  fhort, 
it  is  quite  abfurd  to  fay,  that  the  Mother’s  Imagi¬ 
nation  cannot  affect,  nor  hurt  the  Child,  becaufe 
Hie  cannot  make  it. 

3.  The  Effedts  of  Imagination  in  Hypochondriacs 
are  no  Ids  furprizing  and  unaccountable,  than  thofe 
of  the  Mother  on  the  Foetus  ;  but  it  would  be  as 
reafonable  to  deny  the  one,  as  the  other.  An  Hy¬ 
pochondriac  can  believe  himfelf  Wax,  Glafs,  &c.  but 
he  cannot  alter  the  leaft  iolid  Part  of  his  Body, 
And  therefore,  fince  we  do  not  deny  the  Former, 
becaufe  he  cannot  do  the  Latter  ;  is  it  no  more  ab¬ 
furd,  to  believe,  that  the  Mother  may  have  Power 
to  disfigure  the  Body  of  her  Child,  tho’  fhe  has 
none  to  alter  or  transform  her  own.  We  are  fure, 
the  conftituent  Parts  of  the  Mother  are  unchange¬ 
able;  but  how  liable  the  Child's  Body  may  be  to 
receive  Imprefiions,  is  doubtful  :  We  can  therefore 
draw  no  Confluences  from  the  one  to  the  other; 
but,  if  any  may  be  drawn,  is  it  not  likely,  the: 
Mother  has  a.  greater  Influence  upon  her  Child,  that  is 
tender,  than  upon  her  Body  which  is  firm  and  ftrong? 1 

4.  That  a  determinate  Thought  of  the  Mother  can 
produce  a  determinate  Ejfsdi  on  the  Foetus,  is  an  O- 
pinidn  that  our  Author  does  not  fairly  Hate.  The 
Effects  of  Imagination  over  the  Child  are  neceffary; 
but  the  Direction  of  them  is  under  the  Influence  of 
the  Will.  The  common  Opinion  is  not,  that  the 
Mother  can  produce  any  determinate  Effedt ;  but 
that  fhe  can  divert  it,  by  her  Will,  upon  Occafion. 
And  there  is  no  Inconfiftence,  that  a  neceffary  Adtion 
of  the  Imagination  fhould  be  determined  by  a  vo¬ 
luntary  Act  of  the  Will. 

5.  The  Paffions  (he  acknowledges)  have  fome- 
times  violent  Effects  upon  the  Body  ;  but  who  has 

ever 
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ever  heard,  that  they  can  bring  to  pafs  any  deter¬ 
mined  Diforder,  or  real  mechanical  Effedt  upon  ic  ? 
Thus  he  proceeds  in  the  fame  Way  of  ReaVoning. 
But  the  fame  Anfwer  will  ferve  for  all,  viz.  If  a 
i  Mother  has  a  greater  Influence  over  the  Body  of  the 
Child,  than  Upon  her  own,  all  her  Adtions,  Paf- 
fions,  or  Operations  of  the  Mind,  muff  have  a 
greater  proportionable  Effedt.  To  fay,  that  the 
Fear  of  a  Wound,  or  of  a  Diftemper,  cannot  give 
it,  is  all  idle  Talk  ;  it  is  arguing  upon  a  wrong 
Bottom  ;  it  is  inferring  a  Conclusion  that  has  no 
Connexion  nor  Dependance  on  the  Premises :  In  a 
Word,  it  is  concluding,  that  Imagination  has  no 
Power,  in  fome  Circumftances,  under  certain  Re- 
ftridtions,  becaufe  it  has  not  an  abfolute  Power  over 
all  the  natural  Fundtions. 

6.  Fancy  does  not  caufe  the  Diftemper,  fays 
Fienus,  but  the  Diftemper  gives  Occafion  to  Fancy. 
How  often  muft  we  fee  Dr.  Blondel  abufing  that  ex¬ 
cellent  Author !  Here  he  is  accounting  for  the 
ftrange  Imaginations  of  Hypochondraics ,  which  is 
quite  a  different  Subjedt,  Bur,  that  you  may  not  be 
deceived  by  this  Sophiftry,  let  me  only  obferve, 
that,  as  it  is  impoflible  to  account  for  the  Diforders 
of  the  Hypochondriacs ,  without  underftanding  the 
Natures  of  the  Soul  and  Body,  and  the  reciprocal 
Conditions  of  their  Union,  and  Dependance  one  on 
the  other  *,  fo  it  is  impoflible  to  account  for  the  Dif¬ 
orders  of  Pregnancy,  without  underftanding  the 
Nature  of  that  State,  and  knowing  the  Conditions 
of  that  particular  Union  and  Dependance.  But,  if 
a  Comparifon  may  be  allowed  of,  between  Subjedts 
fo  vaftly  different,  why  fhould  not  Imagination 
fometimes  have  as  great  an  Effedt  on  Bodies,  as  the 
Body  on  Imagination  ?  Or  is  it  more  incredible,  that 
a  Difturbance  in  Imagination  fhould  produce  a  real 
Alteration  in  a  Body  ;  than,  that  a  Diforder  in  the 
Body  fhould  produce  a  real  Difturbance  in  Imagina¬ 
tion  ? 
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tion  ?  That  Imagination  Ihould  do  fome thing  that 
exifts  ;  than,  that  ic  Ihould  make  us  believe,  when 

is  not  ? 

j.  It  does  not  feem  confiftent,  fays  the  Dodor, 
that  contrary  Paffions  in  the  Mother  Ihould  product 
the  fame  EffeCt  upon  the  Foetus ;  v.  g.  That  both 
Defire  and  Averfion  Ihould  imprint  the  fame  Mark. 
To  this  I  anfwer,  that  contradictory,  or  contrary. 
Effefts  oh  Paffions,  and  Vices,  is  no  uncommon- 
Thing  :  Covetoufnefs  is  fometimes  profufe ;  Pro¬ 
digality  is  fometimes  tenacious  •,  Fearfulnefs  is  fome¬ 
times  bold  ;  Pride  is  fometimes  cringing  ;  Courage 
is  fometimes  timorous;  &c.  But,  without  infilling: 
on  this,  I  fay,  let  us  only  be  fure,  that  the  Mother’s 
Imagination  can  produce  lomething,  and  we  wil.. 
endeavour  afterwards  to  reconcile  Contradictions. 

8.  Dr.  Blondel  does  not  underftand,  why  calm 
and  fedate  Paffions,  or  AffeClions,  fhould  be  fo  in¬ 
jurious  to  the  Child,  as  to  make  any  Signatures  upon 
it  ?  What  more  proper  Anfwer  can  we  return  tc 
this,  but  that,  as  St.  Paul  fays.  No  Man  knows  the 
Spirit  that  is  in  Man ,  but  Man ;  fo.  No  Man  knows 
what  the  Spirit  of  a  Mother  can  do,  but  the  Mo¬ 
ther?  The  Union  of  the  Child  with  its  Mother,  I 
take  to  be  fuch  a  Myftery.  that  I  can  compare  it  tc 
nothing  elfe,  than  to  the  Union  of  the  Body  with 
the  Soul ;  and  we  mu  ft  not  expeCt  to  underftand 
the  Wonders  of  either,  until  we  are  let  into  the 
whole  Secret. 

9.  I  am  not  obliged  to  juftify  Dr.  Turner’s  Ex¬ 
planations  of  thefe  Things ;  and  I  am  forry  Dr., 
Blondel  does  not  relifh  his  Expreflions.  But  it  is; 
ftrartge  he  Ihould  not  underftand  how  neceffary  and, 
unavoidable  it  is,  to  ufe  metaphorical  Expreflions  on 
any  thing  that  relates  to  fpiritual SubjeCls,  or  when¬ 
ever  we  talk  of  the  fubtle  Operations  of  Spirits  !  And 
confequently,  how  pardonable  are  thefe  Words, 
Exultation ,  Irradiation ,  and  Ovation  of  the  Soul,  or 
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Spirits  !  But  I  will  follow  another  Method.  I  will 
wait  ’till  the  Fact  be  univerfally  acknowledged  ;  and 
then  I  will  endeavour  to  give  a  more  intelligible 
Account  of  the  Matter,  if  pofiible. 

10.  Dr.  Blonde l  afks,  whether  the  common  No¬ 
tion  is  not  filly  and  ridiculous.  That  a  Mother  can 
dire 51,  and  convey ,  by  the  Application  of  her  Hand ,  any 
Signature ,  to  what  Place  fhe  pleafes  ?  I  anfwer,  it 
is  not  ridiculous ,  if  it  is  true.  And  I  will  take  all 
the  Care  imaginable  to  know,  whether  it  is  falfe, 
before  I  pafs  any  fuch  Sentence. 

11.  He  has  referved  for  the  laft  Place,  to  attack 
Malebranche* s  Philofophical  Syftem,  on  the  Power 
of  Imagination  in  Women  with  Child  :  No  doubt, 
as  being  the  moft  finifhed  Piece  of  Reafoning  on 
this  Head.  I  muft  own,  I  know  no  other  Method 
to  account  d  priori  for  thefe  things.  I  am  forry  the 
Dodtor  is  not  pleafed  with  it ;  but,  as  Opinions  are 
free,  I  am  very  eafy  about  it.  I  would  not  vindi¬ 
cate  the  Truth  of  that  Syftem  neither  :  For  I  am 
refolved  to  be  very  certain  of  the  Fadt,  of  the  on , 
before  I  determine  about  the  Sion,  or  Reafons.  I 
lhall  therefore  anfwer  Dr.  Blondel's O bj edlions  direhlly  ; 
not  as  they  fall  on  Malebranche ,  but  as  they  relate 
to  the  Subject  in  hand. 

i.  Malebranche  fays.  There  is  a  Communication  of 
Thoughts  between  the  Brain  of  the  Mother  and  the 
Child ;  and  that  the  Children  in  the  Womb  receive  the 
fame  Impreffions  of  Objects,  and  are  moved  by  the  fame 
Paffions,  as  their  Mothers.  It  is  plain,  this  muft  be 
taken  in  a  philofophical  Senfe.  Thefe  are  meta- 
phyfical  Notions;  and  whoever  interprets  them 
literally,  goes  very  much  out  of  the  way.  If  you 
do  not  underftand  them,  it  is  a  Misfortune  for  you. 
I  do  not  fufpedt  any  fuch  thing  of  Dr.  Blondel ,  but 
I  warn  all  other  People,  who  do  not  underftand  it, 
not  to  meddle  with  if.  Brocul,  procul  efte  profani. 
Your  are  not  qualified  for  thefe  Matters,  if  you  have 
not  a  metaphyfical  Genius.  2.  Dr. 
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2.  Dr.  Blondel  oppofes.  That  this  Hypothefis  is 
contrary  to  Anatomy,  becaufe  there  is  no  Com¬ 
munication  of  Nerves  between  the  Mother  and  the 
Child.  I  am  fenfible,  there  is  no  Communication 
of  Nerves :  *  but,  finceit  is  univerfally  known,  and 
never  has  been  pretended,  there  was ;  we  mud  fup- 
pofe,  there  is  fome  other  Means  of  Communication. 
Can  any  Body  deny,  there  is  a  Union  ?  Does  not 
the  Child  receive  its  Nourifhment  and  Increafe  by 
the  Veflels,  that  convey  it,  from  the  Mother  ?  And 
who  can  prove,  there  may  not  be  a  particular  Tranf- 
miflion  of  Spirits  that  Way,  fufficient  to  perforttr 
the  Feats  that  are  talked  of,  and  we  fo  much  ad¬ 
mire  ?  At  leaft  it  muft  be  granted,  there  is  an  in¬ 
timate  Union  -,  and  we  muft  not  deny  the  Effcdfe,: 
becaufe  we  are  not  yet  well  acquainted  with  the 
Nature  or  the  Manner  of  it. 

3.  The  Doctor  pretends,  ’/is  contrary  to  the 
JNature  of  the  Paffions  :  And  thereupon  he  prefentr 
us  with  a  Definition  of  all  the  Paffions,  as  he  take:: 
them  from  the  famous  Mr.  Lock.  I  have  nothim 
to  oppofe  to  thefe  Definitions  :  I  can  only  fay,  they 
are  very  juft,  but  nothing  to  the  Purpofe,  To  be 
fure,  the  Child  cannot  reflect  on  all  thefe  Occafions 
in  the  fame  Manner,  as  the  Mother  does ;  but  it  i 
impoflible  to  underhand  how  he  may  be  affedted: 
unlefs  we  take  thefe  Dodlrines,  in  the  moft  abjiraC'. 
ted  and  fubtil  Senfe,  in  which  they  were  underftooo 
by  Malebranche.  And  fince  Mr.  Lock's  Definition- 
affedt  not  in  the  leaft  our  Difpute,  I  need  not  be 
concerned  any  more  about  them. 

4.  Dr.  Blondel  remarks  further :  To  fay ,  "joilk 
Malebranche,  that  Children  fee ,  what  the  Mother 


N.  B.  This  muft  not  be  affirm’d  too  politively  neither:  Sine 
it  is  faid,  that  the  prefent  celebrated  ProfeiTor  Albinus  ha* 
found  fomething  like  a  Nerve  within  the  umbilical  String 
A liquid  verTwli  Jimile  Tjidlt  Albinus  fuh  itvrj oilier g  umbilici.  Net: 
ville.  Dill.  Inaugur,  de  Allantoide, 
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ee  ;  that  they  hear  the  fame  Cries,  &c.  ’ its  to  fay,  in 
other  Words,  that  Children  can  fee  without  Light,  and 
that  they  hear  without  the  Vibration  of  the  Air.  I 
only  beg  m  favour  of  Malebranche,  that  you  would 
not  luppofe  he  was  a  Madman  :  And  confequentiy 
I  hope,  you  will  acknowledge,  thefe  Words  nuift 
be  taken  in  another  Senfe,  than  Dr.  Blondel ' repre¬ 
fen  ts. 

Malebranche  fays  alfo,  That  we  fee  all  Things  in 
God\  It  is  plain,  he  Goes  not  mean  this,  with  our 
Eyes,  as  we  fee  fenfibie  Objects.  But  in  the  Senfe, 
the  Apoftle  fays,  That  in  him  we  live,  and  move,  and 
have  our  Being,  it  is  of  Coniequence  neceflary,  that 
we  fee  all  Things  in  him:  But  let  thofe  understand 
ir,  who  can.  Malebranche  certainly  did  not  mean 
thofe  Words  in  their  literal  Senfe  ;  he  looked  on  the 
Mother  and  Child,  as  a  Compound,  comparable  to 
the  Union  of  Soul  and  Body :  And  if  you  con- 
fider,  that  the  Life  of  the  Child  is  bound  up  with 
the  Life  of  the  Mother,  you  will  be  able  to  form 
fome  Notion  of  that  particular  State ;  to  conceive, 
what  intimate  Relation  that  is,  diftindl  from  all 
others  ;  and  to  comprehend  how  it  is  poffible,  there 
may  be  a  Communication  of  Agitations  and  Affec¬ 
tions  in  fo  clofe  an  Union. 

5.  Our  Author’s  laft  Objection  here,  is,  That 
the  chief  Symptoms  which  follow  the  moft  violent 
Paffions,  appear  about  the  Thorax ;  but  that  Chil¬ 
dren  in  IJtero,  having  the  Organs  of  Refpiration  in 
a  State  of  Inaction,  are  exempted  from  thefe  dread¬ 
ful  Symptoms.  This  Difficulty  is  intirely  removed 
by  what  we  have  obferved  before,' that  the  Condi¬ 
tion  of  a  Child  in  the  Womb  is  a  particular  State,  , 
diftinct  from  all  others,  and  to  be  confidered  in  a 
different  Light  accordingly. 

6th,  and  laftly,  I  hope  you  will  forgive  me  one 
Remark,  which  is  indeed  quite  foreign  to  our  Bufi- 
nefs  at  prefent ;  but  is  neverthelefs  occa Fiona!,  and 
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brought  in  by  Dr.  Blonde L  He  is  pleafed  to  quote 
Mr.  Hobbes' s  Definition  of  Laughter,  That  it  is  a 
fudden  Glory ,  artflng  from  fome  Judden  Conception  of 
feme  Eminency  in  our f elves  by  Comparifon  with  the  In¬ 
firmity  of  ethers ,  or  with  our  own  formerly.  I  am  not 
of  that  Opinion  ;  alcho*  the  great  Mr.  Addifon  has 
given.,  his  Approbationto  it.  For  I  have  frequently 
obferved,  that  we  laugh  at  many  odd  Accidents, 
which  give  us  no  Occafion  to  make  any  Comparifon 
of  ourfelves  with  others.  But  Dr.  Blonder s  Obfer? 
vation  is  worth  Notice  aifo,  viz .  That  very  often 
riser e  is  no  Pojfibility  of  Time  of  making  any  Reflection. 
If  you  would  underhand  the  Nature  of  Laughings  I 
advife  you  rather  to  read  the  Chapter,  where  Quin? 
tihan  treats  of  that  Affe&ion. 

C  H  A  P.  VIII. 

ISHA  L  L  take  in  here  the  Subject  of  two  Chap*? 

ters.  Dr.  Blondel  is  to  fhew,  that  Anatomy  is 
abfolutely  againfi  the  current  Opinion.  I  own,  this 
Battery  would  be  the  moft  confiderable,  and  dread-* 
ful,  if  it  could  be  abfolutely  compleated,  and  de- 
monftrated  adequately  :  If  it  could  evince  an  adluaj 
Impoffibility  for  our  Opinion.  But  our  Knowledge 
in  Anatomy  is  not  lb  compleat !  And  befides,  how 
can  that  hurt  us  ?  Since  we  never  pleaded  Anatomy ; 
fince  we  conieff,  that  we  underhand  nothing  in  the 
Phenomenon ,  nor  know  how  to  account  for  it ;  and 
fince  the  whole  Affair  is  not  under  the  Reach  and 
Cognizance  of  Anatomy.  Is  it  fair  to  bring  us  be- 
fore  a  Tribunal,  whole  Right  we  cannot  acknow¬ 
ledge  ?  However  we  will  cope  with  him  here. 

1.  He  confiders  firft,  the  Syftem  of  Generation 
in  general  ;  the  Subftance  of  which  comes  to  this. 
That  all  the  Parts  of  the  Foetus  are  actually  exifient 
fomewhere,  and  delineated  even  before  Conception ,  as  a 
Plant  in  the  Seed:  That  ail  the  Parts,  both  final l 
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and  great ,  internal  and  external,  ffe  in  the  Ovum 
ana  thoughfome  appear  later  than  others,  yet  they 
have  oeen  nxjftents,  and  have  had  their  Beginning 
at  tne  fame  1  .me :  That  ail  Animals  are  ex  Animal f3 
and  that  the  Ovum  is  the  proper  Nidus,  in  which 
t  e  Animalcule  lodges  icidf,  and  by  which  it  is 
nourifhed  for  a  rime. 

.All  I  {hall  anfwer  to  this  Argument,  is,  that  this 
fameDoariiie  is  as  ftrong  againft  the  Production 
or  Monfters  ;  and  yet  whoever  denied  chef;  ? 

If  every  one  comes  from  his  like,  how  comes 
there  to  be  fo  many  different  anomalous  Concep- 
tions^  and  Births  ?  Shall  we  fay*  that  thefe  were 
preexiftenc  ?  Or,  can  we  find  any  thing  in  Anatomy 
that  will  favour  their  Exiflence  ?  And,  if  we  mu  ft 
allow  the  Confequence  that  is  drawn  from  this  Doc¬ 
trine,  viz.  I  hat  the  Foetus  muff  have  been  fome- 
where,  ever  fince  the  Creation  of  the  World,  in  the 
original  Ovum ,  what  fhall  we  fay  to  juftify  the 
Wifdom,  and  Goodnefs  of  God  ?  Bur,  before  1 
pufh  this  Argument  home,  1  defire  them  to  account, 
from  Anatomy,  for  the  Production  of  Monfters* 
and  I  promife  then  to  account  for  the  ProduCt  of 
Imagination.  In  the  mean  while,  I  fhall  oblerve, 
that  this  DoCtrine  of  the  Foetus  being  fomewhere* 
from  the  Beginning  of  the  World,  in  the  original 
Ovum ,  is  grounded  on  the  Doctrine  of  the  infinite 
Divifibiliry  of  Matter,  which,  I  fear,  is  ill  applied* 
and  wo  He  underffood  :  But  I  fnall  not  enter  into 
fuch  philofophical  Difputes. 

II.  Having  confidered  the  general  Syftem 
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Generation*  he  goes  through  the  whole  Courfe  of 
Conception ,  and  Pregnancy  ;  deferibing  every  dif¬ 
ferent  Stage  in  this  Progrefs  5  which  he  reduces  to 
three  ;  and,  flopping  at  the  End  of  each,  he  always 
makes  the  fame  Conclufion,  viz .  That  the  Mothers 
Imagination  can  have  no  Ejfeci  upon  the  Child ,  I  need 

is  Crambe  recoSia ,  nor  follow  him  in 
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this  Progrefs.  If  the  Ladies  defire  to  be  thoroughly 
informed,  they  will  do  well  to  read  hisTreatife: 
And  I  had  much  rather  they  fhould  compare  his 
Arguments  with  mine,  than  that  they  fhould  take 
any  thing  at  fecond  Hand.  Nay  more,  if  they 
fhould  be  convinced  by  him,  I  fhould  be  glad  to 
put  an  End  to  this  Diipute,  and  fubmit  to  their 
Decifion.  I  fhail  therefore  anfwer  this  whole  phy- 
fiological  Difcourfe  by  ope  general  Argument ;  and 
then  only  make  feme  few  occafional  Reflections,  or 
fcattered  Obfervations.  \  •  “  ‘  | 

§.  The  Argument.  He  might  as  well  diflfeCt 
the  Brain,  or  the  Liver,  and  flopping  at  every  dif¬ 
ferent  Part,  fay  •,  the  Diforder  of  the  Hypochondriacs 
cannot  proceed  from  thence,  nor  from  thence  ;  the 
Imagination  of  the  Hypochondriacs  cannot  lie  in 
that  Place,  nor  in  this  ;  There  is  no  Connection  be¬ 
twixt  this,  or  t’other,  and  the  Imagination  of. the 
Hypochondriacs ;  this  cannot  be  the  Caufe  of  vain 
Imaginations;  there  is  no  Communication  of  Vef- 
fels,  no  Anaftomofts ,  no  Dependence  of  one  Part 
upon  the  other ;  and  confequently  it  is  impoffible, 
any  Man  fhould  imagine  Things  that  are  not, 
think  himfelf  a  Goofe,  a  Pig,  a  Wolf,  lie.  But 
will  This  do  againfl  Experience  ?  Let  this  be  applied 
to  the  prefent  Cafe,  and  you  will  find  it  alike  con- 
clufive,  to  argue  any  thing  from  the  Difpofition  of 
Parts,  one  Way,  or  Pother.  I  proceed  now  to  the 
Reflections. 

Refl.  i.  If  Dr.  Rlondel  had  been  fatisfied  to 
fay,  only,  as  he  does  fometimes,  Hence  it  appears , 
how  difficult  it  is  for  the  Mother’s  Imagination  to  reach 
the  Child ,  to  have  any  Fewer,  &c.  we  fhould  per¬ 
fectly  agree  ;  but  when  he  fays,  ’tis  not  poflible ,  who 
can  bear  it  ? 

Refl.  2.  The  DoCior  fays  (pag.  113.)  That 
the  Liquor,  in  which  the  Ovum  fwims,  forces  the 
tender  Pedicul  (if  there  be  any)  to  give  way  :  But 
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(pag.  1 17.)  he  fays,  without  the  leafl  Doubt,  that 
this  Liquor  growing  into  a  hard  Subftance,  preifes, 
like  a  “Tourniquet ,  upon  the  Pedicul  of  the  Ovum ,  and 
firangling  the  Vefifds,  cuts  off  all  manner  of  Com¬ 
munication  between  the  Mother,  and  the  Ovum. 

N.  B.  Firft  he  doubts,  whether  there  be  a  Pe¬ 


dicul-,  and  afterwards,  without  proving  there  is  any, 
he  pretends  it  is  cut  off  by  a  Tourniquet.  See  what 
Weight  there  is  in  this  Argument!  For,  fuppofing 
there  was  a  Pedicul ,  who  can  ever  prove  fuch  a 
Thing  as  a  T ourniquet  ?  Not  to  infift  on  the  Folly 
of  this  metaphorical  Expreffion.  And  all  this 
Struggle  is  for  no  other  End,  but  to  maintain,  that 
the  Ovum  is  a  diftinft  Individuum,  having  no  ftronger 
Ties ,  than  thofe  of  Contiguity.  0  pudor !  0  jiolidi 
pro? ceps  vefania  voti!  Buchan,  de  Sph. 

Refl.  2-  1°  t^ie  Advertifement  to  his  Book,  he 
defires  Dr.  T urner,  to  declare  the  Page ,  and  the  Lines 
where  he  has  ajjerted ,  That  the  Mother  and  Child  (in 
TJtero)  are  no  more  related ,  than  when  it  is  feeding  on 
the  Nurfe's  Knee ,  &c.  I  final  1  therefore,  in  Compli¬ 
ance  with  his  Requeft,  and  in  Defence  of  Dr.  Tur¬ 
ner,  produce  the  Pages,  and  Lines  of  tnis  prefent 
Treatife,  where  he  afferts  the  fame  Thing,  if  not 
exactly  in  the  fame  Words,  at  lea  ft  entirely  to  the 


fame  Purpofe,  or  Senfe. 

Thus  (Page  118.)  he  fays,  it  is  plain  in  the  fe- 
cond  Stage,  That  the  Foetus  is  an  Individuum  diftinct 

and  feparate  from  the  Mother’s  Body. 

(Paee  110.)  He  afferts,  That  the  third  Stage  is 
not  effentialfy  different  from  the  fecond,  the -foetus 
remaining  (lill  a  diftinbi  Individuum  ff!t  t-‘e  0 
ther ,  with  whom  it  is  united  by  no  other  Means ,  than 

Contiguity.  „ 

fPaae  120.)  He  affirms.  There  ts  no  common  Cir¬ 
culation  of  Blood  between  them  ;  no  Communication  of 
Animal  Spirits ;  they  have  not  toe  fame  Senjamn. 
And  in  the  next  Paragraph,  you  will  find  thefc 
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very  Words :  “  In  fhort  the  Child  is  as  diflinert 
“  from  the  Mother,  as  an  Infant  which  is  at  the 
st  Bread,  is  ieparate  from  the  Nurie,  upon  whole 
Milk  it  feeds,  and  * tis  no  more  poffible,  for  the 
Mother’s  Imagination  to  ad  upon  the  Foetus  in 
Utero ,  than  for  a  Nurfe,  by  her  Fancy,  to  make 
upon  the  fucking  Babe  any  Mark  or  Impreffion.’’ 

Refl.  4.  The  Inofculation,  or  -AnaStomofes ,  of 
the  Veins  with  the  Arteries  cannot  be  demonftrated 
every  where-,  but  it  may  be  demonftrated,  that 
Circulation  could  not  be  carried  on  through  the 
Parenchyma  of  the  Antients  ;  and  therefore  Dr.  Tur¬ 
ner  may  fuppofe,  upon  juft  Grounds,  that  the  Veins 
and  Arteries  of  the  Placenta  inofculate  with  thofe  of 
the  Uterus,  although.  Anatomifts  have  not  yet  dis¬ 
covered  it  by  their  Injedions. 

Refl.  5.  That  there  is  a  Circulation  of  Blood 
in  the  Body  of  the  Foetus,  diftind  from  the  Mo¬ 
ther’s,  is  certain  5  but  we  are  not  lefs  affured,  that 
there  is  alfo  a  Circulation  from  the  Foetus  to  the 
Mother  by  Means  of  the  umbilical  Veffels. 

Refl.  6.  Dr.  Blondel  fays  (pag.  120.)  That  the 
Foetus  draws  its  Nourifhment  from  the  Uterus,  in- 
fenfibly,  and  like  a  Vegetable,  which  makes  no  Re¬ 
turn  to  the  Earth  of  what  it  receives  from  the  Ground, 
And  again  (pag.  128)  he  repeats,  That  the  Child 
adheres  to  the  Uterus,  as  a  Plant  does  to  the  Ground  \ 
and  that  it  is  no  Part  of  the  Mother,  but  a  diftinel 
Individuum.  But  the  Companion  is  falfe  :  For  the 
Rev.  Dr.  Hales,  and  fame  others,  have  demonftra¬ 
ted,  that  there  is  a  true  Circulation  of  Sap  in  Vege¬ 
tables,  both  afeending  and  descending,  thro’  didind 
Veffels  (analogous  to  Veins  and  Arteries)  from  the 
Earth,  and  back  to  the  Earth  again.  And  here  I 
conclude,  to  put  an  End  to  thefe  anatomical  Ro¬ 
iled  ions,  by  obferving,  that  Dr.  Blondel  is  in  the 
right,  to  affirm  more  modeftly  at  laft,  that  Ima¬ 
gination  alone  cannot  do  the  Foetus  any  Injury. 

C  H  A  P, 
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CHAP.  IX. 

I  v.-  - '  ■  '  ‘  :  '  .  ■  ' 

Hi  S  very  laft  Pufh  is,  that  Marks  and  De» 
form  ides  may  be  accounted  for  from  other 
Caufes.  But  this  does  not  affed  us  in  the  leaft, 
fmce  we  don’t  deny  it.  What  Neceffity  is  there ’ 
(fays ^ he)  to  have  Recourfe  to  Imaginary  Caufes ,  when 
Marks  and  Deformities  can  be  accounted  for  in  a  na¬ 
tural  Way  ?  No  ceratinly.  But  on  the  other  hand 
aifo,  when  Imagination  is  pleaded,  and  no  other 
;  Caufe  appears,  why  ftiould  we  have  Recourfe  to 
natural  ones  ?  We  did  not  want  then  his  'Sketch  of 
the  Caufes  of  Marks  and  Deformities ,  which  we  knew 
before.  I  fhail  therefore  only  make  fome  Remarks 
upon  it,  and  fo  put  an  End  to  this  tedious  Refm 
ration. 

i.  He  fays,  Don’t  we  fee  the  like  every  Day  upon 
\  V ege  tables,  though  they  are  not  capable  of  Imagination? 
I  have  refleded  on  this ;  but  here  are  fo  many 
Wonders  to  be  confidered,  that  I  defer  my  An- 
fwer  to  this  Objedion,  for  fome  other  Occafion, 
Pag.  129. 

2.  There  are  many  conftderable  Deformities,  which 

i, are  never  referred  to  Imagination,  viz.  The  irregular 
Conformation  of  the  Vilcera,  E?c.  I  acknowledge  it : 
.But  does  this  better  agree  with  the  Principle,  that 
all  the  Parts  are  before-hand  formed  in  Ovo  ?  Let 
us  have  an  Ani'wer  to  this  Queftion,  and  I  will  then 
proceed  further.  Pag.  130. 

I  I  3.  Should  it  not  be  very  ftrange  and  unaccountable, 
and  even  next  to  a  Miracle,  if  a  tender  Body,  able  to 
receive  the  leaft  Impreffion,  did  not  difcover  outwardly , 
by  fome  Marks,  or  Deformities,  the  fad  Effehls  of  fo 
many  Diftempers  ?  Here  would  be  room  for  feveral 
Reflections.  Diftempers  that  happen  to  Children 
are  of  various  Kinds ;  fome  feem  to  be  derived  from 
Father,  and  fome  from  Mother ;  and  the  Caufes  of 
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thele  are  very  hidden  :  But  as  for  thole  which 
happen  in  the  Womb,  it  is  not  eafy  to  be  under- 
ftood,  how  any  fhould  be  owing  to  the  Place, 
and  not  to  home  extraordinary  Accident,  proceed¬ 
ing  from  the  Mother.  I  have  not  Time  to  con- 
fider  thofe  great  Difficulties.  Obferve  only  the 
Doftor’s  Expreffion  :  If  a  tender  Body ,  able  to  re¬ 
ceive  the  leaf  Impreffion :  Is  not  this,  what  we  fay  ? 
Is  not  this  the  Reafon,  why  Imagination  may  af- 
fe£t  it  ?  When  the  Blood  and  Spirits  are  agitated 
and  fluttered  by  the  Paflions  and  Affections  of  the 
Mother,  may  they  not  rufh  upon  the  Child  with 
Violence,  and  leave  their  Impreffion  on  him  ? 
Pag.  133. 

4.  The  honeft  Hildanus ,  that  intelligent  Szvifs, 
is  called  again  to  account  here :  He  tells  us.  That 
a  Maid,  not  having  made  Fritters  to  her  Miftrefs’s 
Fancy,  the  Gentlewoman  was  brought  to  bed  of  a  1 
female  Child,  which  had  a  round  fwelling  on  the 
fmall  of  the  Back,  very  like  a  Fritter.  Dr.  Blondel , 
inftead  of  allowing  the  Caufe,  is  pleafed  to  make 
a  new  Diftemper  of  it,  and  calls  it  Hernia  fpinalis ... 
Hernia  ventofa  indeed,  is  a  Diftemper  incident  to 
Children,  in  that  fame  Place  •,  but  Hernia  fpinalis  is  a 
wonderful  Thing,  of  which  I  wifh  he  had  given  us 
the  true  Caufe,  lince  he  does  not  like  Imagination _ 
Not  content  with  this,  he  banters  ftill  that  worthy 
Author;  becaufe  he  tells  us,  that  the  Mother  had 
rubbed  that  Place  with  her  Right-hand.  Fie  fot 
fhame  !  Was  he  not  bound  to  tell  us  every  Parti¬ 
cular  ?  What  he  had  heard  ?  But  the  DoCtor  is  an¬ 
gry,  it  was  the  Right-hand ,  as  if  it  was  not  that  w e 
molt  readily  ufe  !  And  he  fuppofes  befides,  that  the 
Deformity  ought  to  have  been  about  the  Child3:' 
Lips,  becaufe  the  Fritter  mult  have  made  the  Gen¬ 
tlewoman’s  Mouth  water.  Comical  !  Who  can 
anfwer  fuch  Arguments  ? 
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.  5.  1  lhall  not  contradict  here  the  phyfiologicd 
Accounts,  he  gives  of  fome  Deformities.  They 
are  very  ingenious  and  probable.  The  Remark  lam 
going  to  make,  does  not  touch  them  ;  but  never- 
thelels  I  may  call  it  an  Obfervation  ad  hominem. 
I  have  made  you  obferve  before*  how  ready  the 
Dodtor  is  to  fay,  that  Authors  lwallow  greedily, 
whatever  favours  their  Syftem.  Now  you  may  re¬ 
member,  he  rejected  the  Authority  of  Blegny. ,  when 
he  relates  (pag.  24.)  the  Story  of  a  Child  born  with 
Horns  upon  his  Head  :  Nay,  on  this  Occafion  he 
applies  thefe  remarkable  Words  from  Pliny ,  though 
he  does  not  name  him  :  *  One  would  think ,  that 
thofe  Story-mongers  have  nothing  in  view ,  but  to  try 
the  Credulity  of  good  People ,  or  to  ridicule ,  'and  dis¬ 
grace  human  Nature ,  and  affront  the  IVifdom  of  our 
Maker.  Who  would  think*  after  this,  that  he 
fhould  bring  an  Inftance  in  his  own  Favour,  from 
fuch  a  fufpected,  and  defervedly  irreputable  Author, 
I  mean  Blegny  ?  But  here  he  quotes*  without  any 
Scruple,  the  moft  unwarrantable  Story  of  all,  from 
him:  (Pag.  135.)  Blegny  tells  us,  a  Girl  was  born 
without  Brain ,  and  lived  five  Days.  Is  it  poffible  ? 
Could  the  Doctor  believe  this  ?  Are  there  not  in¬ 
vincible  Arguments  from  Anatomy  againft  it?  Could 
the  Heart  perform  in  its  Functions  without  the 
Nerves,  that  come  from  the  Brain  ?  But  if  there 
was  no  Brain,  where  were  the  Nerves  ?  I  will  not 
infift  on  this  further.  For  my  Part,  I  believe  it  is 
rather  a  malicious  Sarcafm  upon  the  Sex  ;  as  if  it 
was  nothing  extraordinary,  that  Girls  fhould  have 
no  Brains.  O  Prejudice  !  O  Partiality  ! 
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Sed  hoc  ea  in  re,  quae  quotidie  invehatur,  atque  abundet,. 
&  hoc  mendacium  coarguat,  ferib  quemquarn  dixiffe,  fumma 
hominum  contemptio  eft,  &  intoleranda  mendaciorum  ioipanicas; 
Lib.  37.  c.  2.  . 

Qua;  q  11  idem  fcripfifTe  cos  non  fine  ccftCenfiptu  S:  lr'nfu  generis 

human i  arbkor.  ib.  c.  9. 

I  8.  The 


[  54  ] 

6.  The  Story  of  the  Cooper’s  Wife  (pag.  2 6.) 
who  was  delivered  of  a  Child,  whofe  Entrails  hung 
out  of  the  Abdomen ,  is  brought  before  us  again  •,  in 
order  oniy  to  abufe  afrefh  the  fo  much  injured 

Greg .  Horftius . 

The  Dodtor  fuppofes  here,  as  he  did  before  in  the 
Hiftory  of  the  Calf  (pag.  48.)  that  this  Child  had 
a  Diftemper  which  hindered  the  Growth  of  the  In¬ 
teguments ,  or  Mufcles.  But  Horftius ,  to  make  us 
underhand  only,  how  Imagination,  poflibly,  could 
do  the  Effect,  obferves,  that  the  Vifcera  are  loft, 
and  hardly  covered  with  the  thinneft  Membranes  at  this 
Time .  Who  is  mo  ft  reafonable  here  ?  The  Dodlor, 
In  fupfipong  a  Diftemper  without  Foundation  ?  Or 
Horftius  in  accounting  for  an  Effect,  after  the  mod 
probable  Manner  ?  I  leave  the  Reader  to  judge. 

I  think  it  is  now  Time  to  draw  towards  a  Con- 
cl'ufiqn.  I  have  thoroughly  weighed  all  the  re¬ 
maining  Paragraphs  of  our  Author’s  laft  Chapter. 
He  reprefents  once  more  that  famous  Principle,  viz , 
That  there  is  no  new  Creation ,  and  that  the  Rudiments 
of  all  Vegetables ,  and  of  all  Animals  now  in 
Being ,  area  Principio  ■  He  fuppofes,  they  may  have 
received  various  Injuries,  in  all  the  preceding  Suc- 
ceffions,  during  the  State  of  Ova ,  from  one  Gene¬ 
ration  to  another.  I  have  already  obferved,  that  this 
Principle  is  liable  to  great  Difficulties ;  I  fay  fur¬ 
ther,  that  there  is  no  end  of  tracing  fuch  remote 
Caules ;  and  that  this  will  not  prove,  that  Imagi¬ 
nation  is  never  concerned  in  theBufinefs.  Let  thefe 
Caufes  be  fufpeded,  where  Imagination  is  not  ac- 
cufed  ;  but  whenever  it  is  certain  Imagination  was 
guilty,  let  us  not  accufe  thole  Caufes :  Here  it  is, 
we  may  fitly  apply  an  excellent  Maxim  of  Celfus, 
Rationalem  puto  Medicinam  ejfe  delire  \  inftrui  verb 
ab  eviaentibus  caujis ,  olfcuris  omnibus  non  a  cogitations 
artificis ,  fed  ab  ipfa  arte  rej edits,  in  Praffi  And 
here  it  is,  I  think,  I  may  leave  Dr,  Blondel defeated : 
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Having .  nothing  more  to  add,  but  the  Contradict 
tions,  hinted  at  before,  to  be  confidered  now  at 
your  Lei  lure,  in  one  View. 

Let  this,  however,  be  Laid  in  praife  of  Dr.  Blon , 

del.  That  he  could  not  have  defended  a  bad 
Caufe  better. 

Referring  to  Pag.  14.  above. 

,  Contradictions  of  Dr,  Blondel 

T  T  E  confefles  ( pag.  3, )  in  an  ample  Manner, 
JlJ[  That  the  Child  may  fuffer  by  the  Affections  of 
the  Mother's  Mind.  But  this  is  contradicted  ftrongly 
afterwards,  as  pag.  102.  where  he  fays.  That  the 
Mother  s  Thoughts  are  extenfive  and  peculiar  to  her , 
and  without  the  Reach  of  the  Child's  Mind ,  which  is 
yet  not  acquainted  with  the  outward  Objects ,  that 
difiurb  the  Mother.  But  more  remarkably,  pag.  1 14, 
where  you  will  find  thefe  Words:  Now  if  the  mofi 
violent  of  all  Baffions ,  and  the  likeji  to  affefl  the 
Ovary ,  cannot  at  the  Time  mentioned ,  by  increafing 
the  Velocity  of  the  Blood  and  Spirits,  caufe  an  Alter¬ 
ation  in  the  Ovary ,  Why  fhould  Pafjions  do  it  at  other 
Times  ? 

But  I  would  have  you  obferve  befides.  That 
this  is  the  Time,  when  Fienus  himfelf  fays,  ’Tie 
very  unlikely ,  that  the  Power  of  Fancy  fhould  be  ex¬ 
erted  :  And  that,  for  the  very  Reafon,  that  the 
DoCtor  had  affigned  before,  pag.  10.  viz.  That 
the  Latin  Admonition,  Mind  what  you  do,  is  never 
obferved  more  ftridtly,  than  upon  that  Occafion. 

And  again  ?  pag.  118.  Let  our  Pqffions  be  never 
fo  violent ,  yet  they  are  confined  within  the  sphere  of 
the  Mind,  and  of  the  Body :  By  what  Magick  then 
is  the  Imagination  of  one  Beings  capable  to  affefl  ano¬ 
ther,  which  is  entirely  a  different  Individuum  ? 
Another  Contradiction,  pag.  3.  He  fays,  in  Cafe 
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or  Paffions,  "Tis  much  to  be  feared ,  /to  the  Shod 
flowing  with  great  Vehemence  towards  the  Uterus, 
may  feparale  the  Placenta ,  caufe  Abortion.  But, 

pag.  i2  i.  He  fays,  the  Impetus  of  the  Blood’s  Mo¬ 
tion  is  broke  before  it  can  reach  the  Body  of  the  Child , 
and  confequently  ’ tis  difficult  to  underjiand ,  how  it  is 
able  to  make  any  particular  Impreffion  upon  the  Em - 
brio. 

j  ’■ 

What  more  contradictory  than  the  following 
faffages  ?  pag,  97.  He  lays.  If  tht  Mother  $  by  the 
Strength  of  her  Fancy  cannot  make  any  Mark ,  or 
Signature  on  her  Body ,  if  foe  cannot  change  the  Figure 9- 
Situation ,  Quantity ,  and  Number  of  her  Limbs :  In 
fhort ,  if  foe  cannot  make  a  determinate  Alteration  in 
her  own  Body ,  by  a  determinate  Imagination ,  Why 
foould  we  believe ,  that  [he  is  able  to  do  it  in  the  Child. 
But,  pag.  139.  He  gives  the  very  Reafon  for  it, 
that  we  Would  give,  for  he  fays,  9Tis  eajy  to  con¬ 
ceive,  that  the  Body  of  the  Foetus ,  being [oft  and  tender , 
is  liable  to  be  bruifed  and  dafhed  in  Pieces  by  the  ftrong 
Corivulftons  of  the  Lubes,  arid  thofe  of  the  Uterus,  and 
by  the  violent  Contractions  of  the  Mufcles  of  the  Ab¬ 
domen,  which  do  prefs  upon  it  with  great  Force .  Not 
to  mention  what  I  have  already  quoted,  pag.  5,  iri 
ftronger  Terms  ftill,  Now  where  is  the  Wonder,  &c. 

N.  B.  I  have  obferved,  (pag.  53.)  that  Blegriy 
is  a  fufpefted  Author,  and  I  cannot  tell,  whether 
here  is  not  a  further  Proof  of  it.  The  Story  re¬ 
lated  by  the  Dodor  (pag.  24.)  of  a  Child  born  with 
Horns  upon  his  Heady  and  cloven  Feet  becaufe  his 
Father  having  ailed  a  Satyr ,  had  knowledge  of  his 
Wife  in  float  Drefs  :  Seems  to  be  the  fame  with 
that  related  ( pag.  5 o'!  from  Liidov.  Fives ,  of  the 
Man,  who  having  perfonated  the  Devil,  would 
needs  have  to  do  with  hi's  Wife,  in  that  Habit, 
and  got  by  her  a  Child  of  the  fame  Diabolical 
Figure. 

P  I  N  I  S. 
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